£l)c {Jrinctpia. 


First Principles in Religion, Morals. Government, and the Economy of Life. 


NEW-YORK. SATURDAY. OCTOBER ft. 1860 . 


XO. 47. 


<tl)C principia 

Published Weekly. at 389 Pearl Street, (two doors above 
Beepers' BvMmg*) New-York. 

William Ooodux, Editor. 

.Samvel Wilde, Proprietor. 

Tnua : One Dollar a year, in advance. 

Direct business letters, with remittances, to 

Mxlascthon B. Williams, Publishing Agent, 

a* above - 

PROSPECTUS. 

Our object, by thu pubboonoo, to to praam* par* r*N**», wob.l nnrsD, 
CNn.uts rrform* ; Ibo Abomkie of »Urah“Mtn«, auto, the nun-mme, »»tl 
Vlad red cameo—the oppHeotion of Qiratiu prlnriida to «JI the ml Alloa*, itq. 



WILLIAM UUtIUEU. TO tiF.llIIlT SMITH. 

SECOND LnTXK. 

To Gtrrit Smith :—My good friend—My former Letter 
wae devoted to the defense of my “Reasons No. one, two, | 
three, fear and five”—as you designate them, against your 
seeming attempt to prove that no such Reasons wero ever i 
entertained by me, aa I had alleged in my Review of your 
Letter to the Syracuse Convention. My present Letter will | 
still further confirm the verity—aye, and the soundness—of 
my “Reason No. Five," and by the same facts and consider¬ 
ations will show by What and by Whom the Liborty parly 
will have been theologically severed, if thus severed at all. 

You exclaim. 

‘•And so Orthodoxy must be the dividing line"—“Very sad and 
deenly mortified am I at this new division, and at these now demands 
thodoxy." And again, “0 orthodoxy, how bewildering and 
*" “■ ,w -'—at and beat of men!” 


misleading is thy power, even over lb 


WHAT THREATSItS TO DIVIDE THE LIBERTY PARTY ? 

These words of yours I record here, as my warrant for 
entering thoroughly and historically into the questions— 
Who and what has set up a diriding lino ? Has Orthodoxy 
or has Anti-Orthodoxy done this?—What demands has 
Orthodoxy urged ? By whom, whero, when, and how baTo 
they been urged? And, on the other hand What de¬ 
mands has /fnli-Orthodoxy urged * By whom, when and 
where, have they been urged ? 

“orthodoxy” does rot. 

IV hen, where, how, and by whom, has the question of 
orthodoxy or of its opposite been introduced into the field 
of political abolition—political liquor prohibition, or any- 
thing of the hind? lias “your old friend and fellow laborer” 
William Goodell, ever uttered a ay table, or made a move¬ 
ment in that direction ? You will perhaps say that he did, 
in hi« Review of your Letter to the Syracuse Convention. 
You will not claim that, previous to that Rovicw he ever 
said or did anything upon which you could hang a com¬ 
plaint of that kind. Certainly, not previous to the publico- | 
tioo of the paragraph 1 quoted from your “Religion of i 
Reason, and shall quote again, in this Letter, before I 
elose. 

What then, do you find in the Review, that has any bear¬ 
ing on the subject ? Scrutinise my Review as closely as 
you please, and you will find nothing at all, except a pro¬ 
test against the introduction of a polemic element into that 
political Convention! Your Letter now before me. and 
winch 1 am now answering, contains evidence that you un¬ 
derstood it as thus protesting, and that you found in that 
Review no demands beyond this, namely, that no such the¬ 
ological uses should be made of the Liberty party and its 
Conventions. You state my “Reason No. Five"—in your 
own phraseology, not mine, as follows, namely. 


tainlv not from any “orthodox 1 ’ source, within my knowl¬ 
edge, that in our political action against slavery, interoper- 
Whst “new demands of orthodoxy’ 1 do you find hero ?— atiee, War 4c.. Ac. any theological distinctions were to be 
What “demands”—new or old, but that theological or po- s «q up among those of us who were engaged in such enter- 
lctnic operations (aa between “Orthodoxy” on the one hand pritee, still losw that any of the various theological systems 
and the “Religion of Reason” so called, on the other) should w ere to be superseded ’ by others of them, before any thor- 
kot lie made a dividing line, in tlie liberty party ’-Noth- ough or tiermanent political reformations could be ex- 
ing! You can find nothing. pected. You, yourself, say in your Letter before me, that 

Your Letter shows that you found nothing. It quotes it was “only until recently"—until “the late Syracuse Con- 
nothing. It alludes to nothing. It wonld have done so, if vention” that you discovered any “danger" of such a divis- 
my Review bad contained anything of the kind. ion.—Not until then did the orthodox hesitate to vote for 

llow, then, did you make out your case, against mo ? you. More than this you might say. No theological ap- 
Frotn whence did yon derive your warraut for the cxclatna- peals from prominent “orthodox” members or recognised 
tions above quoted ? The assumption that “Orthodoxy is to leaders of the Liberty party to the friends of Temperance, 
Iks the dividing line,'-' Ac. Ac ? Freedom, Peace, ami political reformation, urging upon 

Not from my Renew, most assuredly. You not merely ad- them the necessity of such a theological revolution, in order 
mitted—(that term is too feeble)—you insisted, throughout to political success, bad previously been made. By whom 
your Letter, that the review contained MortttMO that could ( then, had it been done ? 

have liccu a “Reason," in my own mind, for the conclusion Oerrit Smith, more than any other man, was a recognised 
to which I had arrived, namoly. that it was not wisest and leader—if not the leader of tho Liberty party, which was, 
best that I should vote for you. And so, as I showed, in and still is, commonly ealled after his name, “the Gorrit 
my former Letter, you bad to go out of my Review, which Smith party,”—And in hi* discourse of June 19th 1859, on 
you had reduced to a cypher, in order to find ‘ the nne rea- The Religion of Reason’ Gerrit Smith, annunciated bis 
son why I decline voting for you—That reason which, as views not of Theology merely, but of Rklicioe, nntwiih- 
I said, you kindly manufactured for me—inasmuch as 1 standing the broad distinction he sometimes makes between 
was so “self deceived” that I knew nothing about it myself, ! them, as though there could he the latter without the for- 
was thus stated by you— mer., 

_ . , _ . .... GEBB1T SMITH’* BEL10I OK Or BEABON. 

“The one reason, ss his Renew so plainly shown, which h»* 

wrought tills great change in my old and dear friend, is that he hu- 1 shall now proceed to quote from that Discourse, and it 
lostSl patience with what he regards my religion.” wl11 ^ BCCn , brforc r hmTe dfme , whether you did| or di J 

How does my “Review plainly show it ?” You had ana- [ Iic ,t, gc t up a theological test in politics, in which some of 
lyxed my “Reasons” one by one, especially the “Reason No. the loading principles, (as you stated them) of the ortho- 
Five” (omitting, as I said, beforo, my quotation from your dux Religion are decried, the ground taken that no exteo- 
“Rcligion of Reason”) and your Report was, that there was | P j V e or permanent political reform can be effected till they 
not one of them in which you could find “the one truo rea- nr e “superseded” by the so-called “Religion of Reason”—and 
son” which you manufactured for me ! } >oU,ieat reformers virtually urged to take their position ac- 

You construe my Review, very much as many do the cordingly—which position if taken by you and those of 
Federal Constitution, by ignoring wbst is in it, and then your theological rinws, would necessitate a division in tho 
going out ii de of it, to find the true meaning. The vordi Liberty party, of course, unless all its members should 

the measure. 


CONNECTION BETWEEN THEOLOGY AMD RELIGION. 

Your Third Discourse commences thus.— 

i" IMigion? No otlior question propounded to wor 


that make “Orthodoxy the dividing lino” and that “set up i: , 
new demands for orthodoxy, -' nre uot there. No—Nor in 
any other utterances or acts of mine, by which you could 
thus construe my Review, or read it into sueb a meaning. 

And so you resort to supposed intentions ! You discover. .- —„_ _,_ _ _ 

wha. 1 had not told vou-nay. whn, I was. by your own £ M 

account, ignorant of, tnyself, being “self-dsosired”—namely, the true religion known. The religion of a people necessarily ad- 
that I had ‘lost all patience with what I regarded your re- ijjjjjf their* 1 *!* tiw^Wue'religion.^ Hut iq^otuUsHl 1 !! they 

”aon.’’ know him not. Hence, the question to the solution of which we 

Dr , , , , _ Adilres.ourselves 1»—What la the true God!" p.W. 

Unlike tho pro-slavery expounders of tho Cousutution. 

however, after having gone out of my Review, to find, its , Th “ “ “ : orthodo^” it is precisely that 

meaning, (which you say, it “plainly show.!») you do ***«• ^ortbodsAy the preaemng of which always brings 

not attempt to fall hack, as do those expounder*, upon An oduUU . . Orthodoxy, a* l-crng, an exclusive, narrow 

tor,sol data, by which to make plausible your out side cx- b, S' ,Ue ' 1 r0,, «’" n U “ a eou,rsdic . Uoa of U,e com ’ 

pomtion of it Without -bowing either the words or the mun ‘ cUu “ a P«»P l » ^ U "»* € ? 
historical facts which warrant your statement, that my «• Theology For “Theology ,, the sc- 

“Review plainly show, what rou attribute to me, you ” oce ofQoA “ d « U»~ie»ce that Machs' 

nevertheless make the statement'and upon that statement tUc “ d albums „fGo«l, hi. law. nod 

solely, you rake the cry of lamentation and of mortification ««**«—.«»" “> “ d ** 

that orthodoxy ha* made a new division in the Liberty party "°* r ® W P^* ctlc *' (v e o .J here is no question 

iu Kcligifii that :* do; a quettam of Theology, that ii not a 
HAS SOT A»Tt-0BTU0D0* th aExTEs xd the divhion ? question to be decided l v ju*s apprehenaou* or God. Thu* 
It is time to look in some other direction for “new de- you believe. Thus / believe. Wo will keep this in mind, 
mands” of a theological or anti-theological character as 1 proceed with my quotations of what you say concern- 
threatening a new division in the liberty party. ing “the prevailing religion”—“the current religion" and 

In doing this, I shall be obliged to make copious extracts "the popular religion.’. It will be seen that you connect 
from your “Three discourses on the Religion of Reason»r “religion” with “Theology ’ with -doctrine*”—with “be- 
rather, (chiefly,) from the Third and last of them, as pub- liefs” or creeds" just as much a* I do, however much ws 
liehed by you. may differ in our doctrines. Neither of us believe that 

And let it be remembered, or else coutradicied. if it can mere speculative belief however excellent and faultless, 
be. that, np to the date of that Third discourse, June 19th makes a man a good man, unless his heart and life are con- 
1859, no intimation bad been made, from any quarter, cer formed to such good beliefs. Bnt neither of us believe >>■«* 
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a man has “the true religion-’’ any farther thau as he ha* portkm oMH^chfidren. 
right “apprehensions of God :r —of his attributes, of his 
“character” as, in the next paragraph, you hare stated. 


S BIBLE AGAIN. 


THE SCRIPTURE*. 


mterpsrt and no warrant in Creation and Pro! 
ell us of (father. and not of a Send, of lore and not oi natreo.ot 
forgiveness. and not of revenge.” p. 49. 

And so the '‘orthodox” doctrine of “everlasting punish¬ 
ment” where “their worm dieth not, and the fire is not 

Bm how is his character to be ascertained ? Where qnenchwr {the very words of Jcsns Christ*) is another “the- _ 

*’-** * ' B i 1 ' V/ ”’ answer ological fiction”—a heresy—another element of the false it correspond* with the manifestation* of U< 

religion of the orthodox—a religion that worships a “fiend. ’ 1 b f a** 0 ”* ,ml * >re _T’A cn f'- . 1 A" — 
but And you had told us that ‘-the religion of a people, adjusts 
their apprehensions of God. 


shall we go.for the necessary information 
•‘Xot to books, written by men, but to books written byGod 
to such hooks as the sun and -ta 
true that God can b* 'understood 


You proceed in your very next paragraph 
"But it is held that these things, which are so at *»r with 
and Providence, are (firmed by the Bible. I do not admit th 
are. Certainly they are not by the Bible, as a whole. But 
thev were, that would not prove them to t«e troe. It wt.nl 
•*— “ far. the Bible » false. p. .12. 

Bible the word of God ? It is no farther *uc 


! prove th 


s and earth. For not only is 


: Orthodoxy 
-re toe moat 


Here you repudiate the Bible, as a book of divine origin 
and authority. You make it a work of man, in contrast 
with the works of God, in creation. You thereby repudiate 
one of the corner stones of the “Orthodox” theology, and 
consequently of the “Orthodox” religion. For it is “the , woohl 
Religion of Reason”—not merely, its Theology, that you 
arc commending, in opposition to the Religion as well as to 
the Theology of “Orthodoxy " And the very first para- orthodox preacher of i 
graph of your Discourse, which I have already quoted. {J5**j* 
characterire* every man’s Religion by his Theology. ^rit^Tn be* ****'' 

POINTS TO BE KEPT IK MIND. | P- *'• 

I notice this, and 1 continue my quotations, not for the j 
purposing of discussing, to any extent, at pretent, tho com¬ 
parative merits or demerits of the two religions, much less 
for any purpose of exciting a theological odium against 
you, though my extracts will show whether you have not 
employed your eloquence to excite theological odium 
against my theology anil religion, which, (I repeat it, and 
the extracts 1 shall make, will show it) you have persever- 
ingly connected together, as inseperable.—But I am mak¬ 
ing these extracts to show (1) What your “Religion of Rea¬ 
son” as contra-distinguished from the Religion of Ortho¬ 
doxy is—(2) The radical difference and opposition that, in 
your own view, thorc exists between them—(3) the insur¬ 
mountable obstacles in your own mind, to any permanent 
and extensive reforms, politically, or otherwise, until the 
religion of “orthodoxy” shall have “supplanted by your 
“Religion of Renton—(4.) Your appeal to Reformers on 
that subject—(5.) the necessary connexion between all 
these, and your late Letter to the political nominating Con¬ 
vention at Syracuse, in which you were nominated for Pres¬ 
ident of the United States, notwithstanding your declara¬ 
tions that, in your own view, neither the cause of abolition, 
nor tho cause of Temperance —neither the Slave nor the 
inebriate, were to receive any essential benefits by it. (C.) 


Bat is not toe Bible inspired? The spirit of modi of it r< 
• ■ ■ the heavenly fount. Very common, earthly *o< 
■ juate to supply most of toe remainder 

>r toe Pivii 


A little farther on, you exclaim— 


part o? tafpageiu 


nfafiiMeV' 


God infinitely more ma! 
nd cruei of men.” 
an can believe it. It ia un 
incapable of believing il 


children, or 


pii preaching. Did he see hie wife 
ighbors. in danger of falling into It. 

He saves his sanity, only through 1 
o hl« preaching, be moat first be 


Iii the same connection, and on the same page you say. 

‘ The little influence of religion on its professors, is oRen wonder¬ 
ed at. Bat whv thonld it not be so 1 They do not believe their 
rctigion, and they cannot.no long as an eternal bell is a part of it." 

.Herein is the explanation of toe fact, that while an ig¬ 
norant Church is little better than a mass of superstition, a more 
enlightened one Is little belter than a mass of infidelity and hypoc¬ 
risy. The member* of toe latter, required to believe in more than 
their credulity can swallow, do truly and deeply believe in nothing 
and torn- are they infidels. Moreover they are very great hypo¬ 
crites, since they stoutly profess to believe it all." p. 81. 

And so, nil the orthodox, except the insane, aro insincere. 
All the more “enlightened,” in distinction from the “igno¬ 
rant and superstitious” amoug them, aro “hypocrites.'’ Such 
is your “liberality,” such your “charity” toward those who, 
at this point, disagree with you, in your theology. You 
make a sweeping work of it, among the great majority of 
your “dear old friends and fellow laborers," in the 
, freedom and temperance.” 

IMMORAL INFLUENCE OF “ORTHODOXT.” 

Now, for your views of the moral influence of their reli¬ 
gion. You add, in the 

"We are wont to laineut toe prevailing 

ness. But should we not rath-1 

are the religions! 


,nt of religiot 
rejoice in it, seeing how 
With what stomach we should hale, a 

mother, if w 
our religions picture ' 

waiting i.» roast mi r ... . HPi 

me, that lshall do God service by hurrying that neighbor 
dagger, or a bullet, into the prepared fire.” P. 81. 


really believed we were such devils as 

. _ be! Once persuade me that God is 

my neighbor, and the way is easier for persuading 


And finally, what you did propose as tho principal thing to 
be effected by ‘presses and lecturers.”—I proceed in my | “I can hardly think that your reasoning powers, here, 
quotations: should be charged with the conclusion to which you have 

I arrived. I should attribute it rather to your excited feel¬ 
ings, and brilliant imagination. If sober reason can do no 
better than this, I should find in it a new evidence of the no- 


be adequate to supply m 

°that Bihle^whic” might 
that presence and power. 
No person bat God !• Hr 
• "The Bible is the work 

of man. and hence, even its best pages must bear the mark* of ho 
man imperfection." p. 51. S3. 

Such are your views of the Bible, though, (referring to 
the Old Testament Scriptures,) Jesus Christ called them 
the “word of God” and said “the Scriptures cannot be bro¬ 
ken," appealing continually to them for the evidences of Hit 
own Messiahsbip, and declaring that their prophecies con¬ 
cerning Him must ail be fulfilled But this is no conclu¬ 
sive authority with you, for yon tell us on pages 57-58. that 
in some of the tho teachings of Jesus Chist, he was mistak- 

In connection with what you say of the Bible, as last 
quoted, you add. 

"What, however, is the nible, or rather a Bible, that we are 
,und to adopt toe whole of It, nnquestiomngly. and to worship 
and to insist that there 1* not. in the whole of It. one unsound 
ictrine. nor one fal-c sentiment!" p. 5S. 

There is ono class of passages in the Bible, of which the 
<*t firm believers in its plenary inspiration, may. and do 
admit that they contain “unsound doctrines and false sen¬ 
timent*,” and yet the admission is not inconsistent with their 
belief. As where the Bible records the fact that Satan ut¬ 
tered tlio falsehood,—“Ye shall not surely die”—whore the 
three friends of Job disputed together, and, of course, some 
of them were wrong in their “sentiments”—and where Sol- 
onion, under guidance of Divine inspiratian, relates, for the 
warning of mankind, some of his former skeptical “senti¬ 
ments,” and his present “conclusion of the whole matter. ’ 
The record, according to the orthodox bolief) was directed 
by God, to be mado. Yet learned opponents of orthodoxy, 
strange to say. have seriously and triumphantly adduced 
these passages, as conclusive refutation of tho doctrine of 
plenary inspiration! 

A very sad exemplification of the all-sufficiency of hu¬ 
man reason! 


THE BIBLE AND “ORTHODOXY.’" 

“It is not true that death is a curse, nor that it is so much 
as a calamity. That it is a penalty, is purely a theological 
■ fiction.” p. 45. 

That sin came into the world, and death by sin, that death 
has passed upon all men, because all have sinned, is, in 
your view, a theological heresy, one dement, of course, of 
false religion. I quote again. 

"1 da not forget that such crimes as burning toe widow, and coat¬ 
ing the infant into toe river, are cited to prove that human nature 
is blind and bad, and base. These are crimes not of, but against hu¬ 
man nature. They express its perversions, not itaelf. The religion* 
of the world, arc muinly responsible for this clans of crimes. It is 
these religions that have, in all lands and ages, outraged human 
us lure, ignored it, and created monsters, to take its place, and 
wear its name. Most of the great crimes, (Slavery included) which 
have disgraced and crushed mankind, have been committed, 
either avowedly, in the name of religion, or directly or iudireclly 
under its prompting*, and scarcely ever without the plea of its sane 


ccecity of a divine revelation. Suppose I should argue that 
those who doubt or disbelieve a future existence, would feel 
no conipuction, and fear no rotributiou for murdering 
more than for taking the life of an animal. Or that those 
who believe death to be, in all case*, the gate to endless 
happiness, would think it a benevolent deed to kill every¬ 
body ! Would you admit the conclusiveness of my logic? 

WHV IT MUST BE 1UPERCEDED ? 

Ia it difficult in the light of this, 
ligion it is, that you afterwards say must be “superceded’ 
by your “Religion of Reason,” before any “extensive and 
permanent political reforms” can be completed ? Is it diffi¬ 
cult to guess what sort of teaching you would roquire of I 
“the presses and lecturers” the support of whom you rec¬ 
ommended to the political nominating convention at Syra¬ 
cuse, by which you were nominated, as being more import¬ 
ant than any direct efforts and expenditures to obtain votes 
, against the Rum traffic, and against Slavery. 

Let me keep your attention to your continual use of the 


The ‘religious of all lands and ages,' are here classed to¬ 
gether, and together condemned. The crimes that are “per¬ 
versions of nature," and "against'' it, are not spoken of as 
“perversions” of any of these religions, nor as being “a- 
goinst them. So far as “Orthodoxy” is concerned, we 
shall see more of this, as wc proceed. 

“When we are told that God could not forgive sin, until His an- -, 

S» of2 “d^of word “ Reli S io, '>” " in tbe * b0Te P»ragrapb, connecting. 

II** mint and Uir* u forbidden, not only by what we learn of Him ; rather identifying Rcigum with Tktoloeu . notwithstanding 
and them, directly from Hi> outward and visible creations, bat alao ’ .1 

from tho** clearly warrantable inferences of His moral nature. J°° sometime* insist on. between them. As 

winch we draw from tint of man.** p. 49. for example, in your late letter to me, you say. 

The doctrine of the Atonement, as held by the “Ortho- blnKto « rUin doctrine, and .peculation." which you 

dox, or "Evangelical, is then, in your view, another The- g»rd »* essential part* of your religion, sre. in tuy eye, no part 
ological heresy, another element in their false religion. * c ' , 

Your “Discourse on the Religion of Reason ” and against' 
I ‘‘orthodoxy” ingnores such a distinction. Is* whole force, 
and effect, for any practical purpose, would 


“OBTHODOXT.” 


FURTHER HERESIES O 
Again yon say, 

When, too, we are told that God has prepared .. - — m 

place of endless and inconceivably exquisite torture..---for » large i »lj*ed by such a concession 


MISCHIEFS OF A FULL BELIEF tN THE BIBLE. 

And, in anticipation of a good time coming—(notwith¬ 
standing your discouragement as a reformer,)—a good time 
when the authority of the Bible os a whole, and as being 
God’s word, shall no longer be recognixed, you seem almost 
gifted with the spirit of triumphant prophecy, and you ex¬ 
claim: 

"Then, for the first time, too soul-darkening, soul-shrivelling, and 
w>ul-euslaving religion of authority, would begin to give place m 
them (tlie "Million.,") to the soul.enlightening, soul-expanding, 
and soul-freeing religion of reason.” p. 53. 

Still further do you dilate on the mischiefs of receiving 
all Scripture, as being given by inspiration of God, profit¬ 
able for doctrine, for correction, for instruction in righteous 
ness, that the man of God might be perfect, thoroughly 
famished unto every good work, You say : 

"•Nature is the only authoritative instructor in onr study of the 
character of God." p. 60. - 

"Hence it is explained that so many worthy people admit that 
slavery is right. Instantly would they condemn it, were their mo¬ 
ral sense allowed to pus. upon it. Bnt their moral sense, the theo¬ 
logians tell them, is so blunted and blinded by their total depravi- 
tv, as to make it necessary to supercede it by a revelation-—by » 
book.” 

“Men study books to learn religion." p. 64. 

"It IS by means of boots and their own imaginations, that men 
conjure op thts* religions, that make such frightful and ruinous 
war upon human nature, dwarfing and shrivelling it with the ter¬ 
ror* ot their horrid hells, and debasing and befooling il with then 
superstitious and puerile pictures of heaven. Only let reason o« 
obeyed, and a natural religion allowed to take the place of to** 
artificial, fanciful and insane religious, and the abuses of human as 
tore will cease, and the deep wound* they have made on it. ™ 
quickly be healed, its fair proportions be all recovered, ana n» 
union with the Divine nature be re-established.” p. 64-65. 

What a marvel it is, my dear sir, that in none of the** 
parts ot the earth, wherein no book-religion has been taught 
my eye, no part of | to the people, has there been witnessed any of the bleBohJ 
results you bave described- What a marvel it is, that in 
of those communities wherein no “religion of boohs, ‘ 
except that of the “books” that profess to teach the “R*‘ 
been par- iigj on c f Nature," has been taught to the people, has ih« 
very “fanciful picture” you have drawn, ever yet been re- 
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ever in the degree that is dost witnessed among us? 
Point out to me. if von eon, the communities in which the 
Bible has not been reverently studious God'* word, where¬ 
in such institutions as Anti-Slavery Bet ties, Temperance so¬ 
cieties. Moral Reform Societies. Peace Societies. Prison Dis¬ 
cipline Societies. Orphan Asylums. Hospitals. Ac . Ac., have 
been founded. Make out for me a fair list of the promin¬ 
ent names of those to whom humanity and the world, are 
chiefly indebted for such institutions, and tell me how ft if 
or how nwmy of them have been educated in a reverent be¬ 
lief of the Bible, as God’s word ? Put down among them. 
Gerrit Smith, and tell me in what religion he was educa¬ 
ted. with what religion and with what theology he com- 
meneed his labors ? Tell me where he learned to “preach 
Bihle politic" hut from the Bible? Tell me irhv and km- 
it is. that he still claims, (as in his letter to William Goodell 
before nM that “the religion of the Bible, is that which he 
triwi to make his own religion"—unless he makes it his rule 
of faith and practice—his teacher of thoology as well as of 


religion. * 


s he identifies the one with the other ? lie 


_ „ ha tries with “poor success." Has he found his 
cess more rapid—hi* faith more firm his hope more buoy¬ 
ant, his courage more undaunted, since he began to fancy 
be could find better guidance than that of the Bible, in the 
so called -Religion of Reason ?” Or has he found all these 
years, to be “years of growing discouragement ” till he is, 
at Inst, compelled to “work without hope f 

DOBS THE BIBLE PRETEST UMTT IB RELIGION ? 

But I must cheek tnyaolf, and cut short my intended quo¬ 
tation*. A mere reforcnco to a few more passages muat 


On page 66, you tell us that: 

Were the natural religion, substituted for the book religion. (1 e., 
the religion ol thr Bible.) there coubl be no .ect," -that --nearly 
all cnltTrateil mm read natnro substantially alike. - '-that, take a- 
wav from the thouean.l Christian sects, their temptation to quarrel 
about a few words of the Bible’’--by ceasing to_regard it a book of 
authority, and their occupation would be gone." 

What a remarkable statement' Who does not know 
that nearly all the rtal, unforced theological unity found 
the world, has come from regarding the authority of the 
Bible, as the supreme umpire ? Who does not know that 
among “cultivated men,’ who recognize no such authority, 
anything liko theological agreement is. for the roost part, 
unheard of,—unthought of, unattempted,—seldom sought, 
or doomed desirable or possiblo. So far from finding two 
of them who approximate toward an agreement, except in 
negatives, who has not recognized the truthfulness of Pope’s 
satire—and Pope was no orthodox bigot.— 

“A smart free thinker, all things in an hour." 

Pope kuew, what all may know, that almost no man, 
however -‘cultivated" who abjured the authority of the Bi- 
blc, ever talked on theology or religion, for half an hour, 
without contradicting Ai ittelf, lo say nothing of his contra¬ 
dicting everybody else. 

Who docs not know that the general approximation to¬ 
ward theological union, in the evangelical or orthodox sccla, 
in despite of their divisions on minor points of rituals and 
of Church policy, is the world's marvel—often thrown in 
the teeth of the Orthodox, by the anti-Orthodox, in proof 
that they are all bound by a common authority, and do not 
reason for themselves? Who can fail to sec that, unices 
this stereotyped taunt against the ‘Orthodox” is truthless, 
your picture of their want of unity, as compared with other 
people, must bo incorrect? For, if the Evangelical or Or¬ 
thodox dilfor from each other, as much as do tho anti-Or- 
thodox, then the assumption that they think and reason less 
tb.n other people, is unsupported by any fact. Either Ger- 
rit Smith ha* made a great blander here, or all other anti- 
Orthodox writers and speakers have—a want of unity he- 
tween them, to he noticed, just here. 

Who does not know that nine tenths of the theological 
bickerings and schisms of rival schools, within tho sects, as 
well as between the sects, arise from undertaking to be 
“wise above what is written,” and trying, by the help of 
mere unaided human Teuton, to find out something that the 
word of God has never revealed, and which needs not to 
he known ? Who does not know that a Bible-class of plain, 
pious, experimental, practical, exemplary Christians, taking 
the word of God, and the Spirit of God, for their teacher, 
will grow up together into a theological and ethical unity, 
never reached by any class of philosophers, theologians, or 
anti-theologians. ancient or modern ? 


Throwing away the authority of the Bible, to attain uni' 
ty' What confusion of tongues over exceeded that of the 
Convention at Rutland, composed (with exception of one or 
two. who were gagged snd silenced). of hundred* of “culti¬ 
vated” men, who were agreed in scarcely anything, hut in 
caricaturing and deriding “Orthodoxy,” and especially the 
Divine origin and authority of the Bible! Every shade of 
ethics, from that of universal celcbocy. and property only 
in common, to that of nnrestraiued “free love” and no right 
of property at all—every grade of theology, and of anti- 
theology, from the blackest mit-spoken atheism, to that of 
the divinity and worship of everybody and everything in 
general, and of “Mother, Ann Lee." in particular—spiritu¬ 
alism and materialism—Henry C. Wrightism. versus An¬ 
drew Jackson IlaTisiam, and vice versa,—the doctrine that 
man is his own supreme governor, his own independent ar¬ 
biter.—the doctrine that man is the product of a blind, un- 
designing fatality, controlled by organization of brain, in¬ 
capable of self-direction or self-control—tbe doctrine that 
roan is a brnte, the doctrine that man is a God,—the doc¬ 
trine that human reason can discover the wholo of religion, 
the doctrine that human reason can discover no religion at 
all.—the doctrine that man ia horn religious, the doctrine 
that man is incapable of religion—all these defended on 
grounds of all-snfficient human reason, and the longer they 
discussed, the more widely they drew apart, till “the con¬ 
clusion, in which nothing was concluded," not daring to 
hazard a vote on one single proposition discussed' 

Let the idea of the divine authority of the Bible as God’s 
Word be obliterated from the civilized world, lot Thomas 
Carlyle and Ralph Waldo Emerson, be recognized as ex- j 
pounders of “the Religion of Nnturo and of Reason,” and 
one century hence would see the knowledge and worship of 
tho One only living and truo God “supplanted" by Panthe¬ 
ism, which two centuries of “progress," more, would ripen 
into Polytheism—if like causes can produce like effect*.— 
a unity in tho worship of as many gods os are now wor¬ 
shipped in India. Such at loast, would bo the best, the on¬ 
ly results that my own powers of reasoning could cducc 
1 from their premises. 

Does this seem to you extravagant ? Let any competent 
| person take pains to post himself up, in tho motnmaphysico- 
theological thoorios, that have divided tho most “cultivated” 
minds of Europe, for a century past, and that still divide 
them—those of them, I mean, that do not believe in the di- 
1 vino authority of the Bible—and then let him say that tho 
1 confusion of tongues, either at Babel, or in India, is not, at 
1 this hour, rivalled by them—the very men, who arc recog- 
nized as the profnundost philosophers of huropc. And let 
him say whether, to the civilized world, they do not consti- , 
j tule what might well be designated the world’s Rutland 
Convention, of the nineteenth century, in perpetaal ses¬ 
sion ! Among thorn, wo might notice a Professor Agassis, 

I at the head of his department of science, proclaiming to 
learned and applauding thousands, that God, if there be 
a God, has not made of one blood all tbe nations of the 
earth, so that the glittering generalities of our National 
Declaration of equal human rights, are based upon the 
“theological fiction” of human brotherhood, derived from , 
our “abominable book religion,” that herein ‘contradicts 
nature ’ In proof that all “cultivated men read nature 
substantially alike,” we might next put by the side of the 
Agassis school, the disciples of Darwin, who are ready to 
demonstrate from “the nature religion," that not only all 
! men. but all monkeys, toads, snakes and reptiles, are of “one 
, blood,” nay. that even vegetables constitute tho parent 
stock,'instead of Adam and Ere, from which all of us, in 
common with our brother beasts, bare descended—another 
demonstration of the folly of seeking instruction from the 
degrading and “abominable lx-ok religion,” that makes such 
a “superstitious” distinction between man, the pretended 
heir of immortality, and tbe beasts that perish To those, 
my dear Sir, who, like yourself, conclude that “a doctrine 
so* important as another life should not he confidently re¬ 
ceived on any less certain testimony than nature herself, 
[certainly not upon the ‘authority of a book, J—page 74 A - j 
the school of Darwin, I should think, would present power- 
ful arguments, though perhaps, few attractions Should 
the spiritualists fail to furnish the “natural evidence that 
man is to live again,” there seems some danger that the j 
Church of “the Religion of Reason," might go over to the 1 
“sect” ofthe Darwiuites, or come under its influence. And ( 


in that case, it is not easy to see how. in their anti-slavery 
labors, they could avail themselves of the argument that 
roan cannot be made property, because of his essential dis¬ 
tinction, in nature and destiny from the lower animals, 
who are property. The testimony of “the book religion,” 
to the Heaven-established dominion of man over the beasts, 
would have no authoritative weight with them. 

And finally, among the latest and most brilliant *tars in 
this galaxy of intellect and erudition—one of the most lau¬ 
ded and admired, in the circles that admire Carlyle and 
Emerson, aye, and Theodore Parker, is the aathor of the 
‘ positire philosophy, " so-called, the culminating apex of 
whose discoveries is said to be the hypothetical negation, 
that unless man be the supreme Divinity, there is no God. 

Such, my dear Sir, is tbe mutter of fact counterpart of 
your imaginary picture of the unity to he obtained, by “the 
nature religion, substituted for the book religion.” Such 
is the end you dream, that “nearly all cultivated men read 
nature, substantially alike.” Pardon me, if 1 still prefer 
‘the sure word of prophecy:" “shining in n dark place.” 
Excuse me, if I decline exchanging “the goodly fellowship 
of the apostles : the glorious company of the martyrs “or¬ 
thodox” though they be. for companionship with all these. 

Dt’TT or REFORMERS— FURTHER MISCHIEFS OF BOOK- 
RELIOIOK. 

Again, I must check myself, and proceed, with your “Re¬ 
ligion of Reason." beginning, where I left off. 

"It is our doty to be reformers. But reformers we dull not be, 
unless vp make’our-vlvrs aware, and keep ourselves aware of the 
*|>uriou*ne*« of popular religion.” p. 6S. 

You proceed, in illustration, to censure, [rery justly,] 
“the Governments of Massachusetts, and New York,” for not 
providing protection for fugitive slaves. And you start tbe 
question : Why did they refuse to do so ? You might have 
answered, that :t was because ther did not reverence tha 
word of God, which says, -‘Thou shalt not deliver unto his 
miuitor, tha servant that hath escaped from his master, unto 
thee,” Ac.—setting up, instead of that authority, the author¬ 
ity of what they call reason, prudence, statesmanship, a just 
regard to the consequences of public measures. But instead 
of this, you exclaim. 

•‘Thu* abominable. I* a conventional book-religion. Bnt In what 
beautiful contrast to It stands the religion of nature I” • • • Our 
dareholdlng religion subjects a man to the discipline of a horse,” 
Ac., Ac. p. 66. 

Thus you make a slavebolding religion and a book reli¬ 
gion, [trAof “Book ?”] identical, and upon this abominable 
conventional “hook” religion, you charge the refusal to “hide 
the outcasts,” and “deliver the oppressed.” Again : 

"We pas* lo other illnatrmtioiu or the spurionanes* of the prevail¬ 
ing religion, p. 67. 

And here you specify the pro-slavery character and do¬ 
ings of “The American Tract Society,” that refuses “to preach 
delivorancc” to the slaves, and excuses tho robbers who 
“carry on their robbery with the solemn air and long face 
of piety, as if it were a plainly cominauded, aud indispen¬ 
sable duty to Him who has said, ‘I the Lord iovo judge¬ 
ment, I hate robbery for burnt offering.’ ” p. 67. Here you 

>te Scripture against slaveholders, aud the Tract Sooie- 

and you quote it as having been “said” by God! Did 

i not forget yourself a little, here ? How do you thus 
prove that nn alKiminal.de conventional “book religion” was 


responsible for tho sin of tho slaveholders, and of the Tract 
Sodky ? 

THE -Cl’BBEHT RELIOIOK.” 

“Another recent illustration of the falseness of the cur¬ 
rent religion.” you aay, ia afforded in tbo almost universal 
sympathy with the murderer of Philip Burton Key,—and 
bet-mee the religious proa* did not contend for his conric- 

• The defeat of tbe Grow-amended land bill,” you also as 
cribe to the current religion, p. *8. 

or THE RESURRECTION AND FUTURE EXISTENCE. 

On page 74, you eay that the religion of uature doee not 
teach the resurrection of the body, but teaches the reverse. 
On page 56 you had said that the doctrine of the reeurrec- 
s u the pre-eminent doctrine of the early Christians” 
quote Paul in proof it I infer from this, that yon 
do not believe the resurrection of the body And you in¬ 
timate that it is of little, if any importance, though yon have 
quoted Paula opinion to the contrary, when he said to his 
Christian brethren, that without it, their faith was vain. 

In the same connection, {p. 74,] you start the question. 

•But. saying nothing of hi? body, does na’.ur* teach that man 
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ddently received. oi 


rn!»s* »he doe*. bow slow should we be lo t<- describing it, and lamenting it 7 And yet you give us to 
n^heSeH. u": understand that the cause of abolition require? the belief 
Iea> macro, n a rt-w-uuiKuued by oatarc. it should not br received ' m the doctrine to be “superceded" bj a belief in the good- 
Relieve th.t there are strong. I will not say conclusive evidrt nere of mankind ; the goodness of their hearts, lives, habits, 
ces, that man shall live again.’ f p. 74. aims, aspirations, purposes, volitions and actions ! Were 

You proceed to make a reasonable argument in favor of j y,,, , he fact; wha , ra dical reformation would be needed ? j 

‘ h«,l. that if the spiritists ™T CONCLUSION or THE WHOLE HATTER 

sre trot deceived, they have discovered awatber, tad a coneiDi'rr Without stopping to quote further from this Discourse, 
t^UHWule‘phenomena will b«"mfl£ieniiy °tccu- 1 I dose with tlie following, [which I before cited in my Re- 

moisted sud authenticated, t.. cttablish. to ril minds. the fact that . 0 f your Svr.tcnse letter,) setting forth its great prac- 
natnrr teaches another state of tinman existence. p. .5. J . i c 

You make no mention of the ‘-accumulated and authen- tical conclusion : 
ticated” revelations and facts of the Bible. You say noth- „' f T th/'rel.rton of utw. If the 

ine of the testimony of Jesus Christ—nothing of Ilis argu- one great direct object of true religion is t:..- protection of natural 
* - V . . ..(iniMin right#, then wf mn*t hire a nature! religion to »cenmpliih it. Nat- 

ment Against the Saducecs. Yet yon teem to anticipate nr *i right# never bare been. mmS never will ^ protected under ar 
mMnt* future liffht on “a doctrine so important/’ from the tiflcial religion* r.n<l the frri th»t they are cloven down. the earth 
•omciuture ngm on w vr u I * . w ! over.!* conclo-ive evidence that artificial religion# prevail the 

revelations of modern spiritualism. Some Andrew Jackson eArlh (iver 7ri eiM ) of Temperance, Friend of Peace. Friend of Free 
Da, is. his successor, if not himself, may determine “a doc- 1 

trine so important*—if Jesu# Clinat) the Savior of the world ceM ...„ n ui the current religion hau* been supplanted bj the religion 
, of nature Seeker of reform in politic*! the current religion block* 

Old op your way. elan. Cortapt and craay as are oar politics, they are 

MIRACLES -‘ENLIOIITKXXD USD RROsD-MIRUED MEN.” 1 toto’btw?^J*rotton «hM ^ 


Again, you say: 

•‘To be frank, 1 suppose that all enlightened and broad-minded 
men. do at least doubt the truth of miracles.'’ p. 49. 

And so neither iho Evangelists nor the Apostles, nor oven 
Jesus himself, arc to be classed among ’‘enlightened nnd 
brond-miuded men." It is sufficient for me to refer you to 
Mark IX, 39, where Jesus says: 'There is no man that 
shall do n miracle in my name, that can lightly speak evil | 
of me,” 

“FALSE LYING, IMPUDENT RELIGIONS.” 

“Hitherto religions altogether alien and revolting to hnman na¬ 
ture, have been forced upon it—religions whose slanderous song is, 
"Nature must count her gold but dross 
"If she would gain this heavenly land.” 
religions that have impndentiy and lytogly asserted their superiority 
to human nature, and that have thereby succeeded in bringing it 
under their tyrannical and crashing sway; religions that under the 
pies of saving human nature, have gone ebout to HU it," p. 03 . 

Thero is no possibility of mistaking this. Nor is there 
any difficulty iu determining, iu the light of it, if not suffi¬ 
ciently determined previously, the meaning of what has al¬ 
ready been quoted from your discourse, and which soon 
will bo. It is the religion commonly denominated “ortho¬ 
dox” or “evangelical,” of which you were speaking; net 
any perversions, or misapplications of it: not any want of 
belief in it, on the part of all, or any of its professors. It 
is the religion itself, its doctrines, its principles, that you 
were speaking against. The more earnestly they were be¬ 
lieved, the more tbeir spirit was imbibed, the more fully 
they were reduced to practice, tlio more you dreaded their ! 
influence. This you had before said. 

With these views of “orthodoxy” you were prepared to 
tell, in the very next paragraph, on the very same page, ! 
what you thought of the oithodox. And you take pains to say. 
that you ascribe to their orthodox beliefs, their “base” and > 
demoralized characters. 

CHARACTER OP ORTHODOX COMMUNITIES. 

Of those who wore trained to believe in human depravi¬ 
ty, you say: 

“Their degrading submission tu the doctrine of total depravity, 
goes far toward accounting for their false morality, base spirit, and 

dwarfed manhood," Ac.. Ac. Ib. # 

All respectable writers against “orthodoxy” heretofore, 
whether “liberal Christians,” so-called, Deistical, or Scepti- 
eal, have borne testimony to the distinguished purity of mo¬ 
rals, and nobleness of character, of communities trained in 
Ihe orthodox faith, which includes this very doctrine, in 
which you, yourself. Gerrit Smith, in this very connection, 
say, “nearly all of us were trained to believe.” It was the 
faith of tho Protestant Reformers, of the Hngenots, of the 
Covenanters, of the Puritans, of Protestant Switzerland, of 
Scotland, of New-Englond,—Hume, Bancroft, and all his¬ 
torians testify to their elevated morality, their brave spirits, 
their enlarged manhood, tbeir principles and spirit of free¬ 
dom, precisely the opposite picture, that you, Gerrit Smith 
have here drawn. Sharp, Clarkson, Wilberforce, Wesley. 
Hopkins, Edwards, and three-fourths, if not nine-tenths I 
of the effective abolitionists of England and America, were 
“trained up to believe in” this doctrine. The greater part 
of those who have continued their efforts, thus continued to j 
believe. How could it be otherwise, witnessing as they ' 
continually do, such frightful illustrations and proofe of its I 
truthfulness, both in the Church and in the State 7 How i 
can Gerrit Smith help believe it, when he is so eloquently , 


RECAPITULATION. 

Let us now gather up, ns a way of Recapitulation, the 
sum of the whole. 

I. Wo sec wherein your ‘‘Religion of Nature” or of 1 
“ Reason " as distinguished from the “ Orthodox ” religion | 
consists, according to your accounts of them. 

II. Wo sec that you regard thorn as radically opposed to 
oacli other, incapable of licing harmonized, or of comming¬ 
ling with each other, or of being in fellowship with each 
other. 

III. We see that, in your viow, tho existence of the Re¬ 
ligion and the Theology of “Orthodoxy”—(for you, all 
along identify them together) is an insurmountable obstacle 
to reforms, and consequently that they must be “supplant¬ 
ed” by your Theology and Religion of Reason and of Na¬ 
ture, before there can be any extensive or permanent re¬ 
forms. 

1Y. You make your appoal, accordingly, to the friends 
of Temperance, Peace and Freedom —the friends of politi¬ 
cal reform, and you bid them expect “no permanent or ex¬ 
tensive success, until the current religion has been sup¬ 
planted by the religion of nature.”—Virtually, you conjure 
them to join with you, in that enterprise. You incidentally 
disclose to them tho secret of your own “growing desponden¬ 
cy,” your faint hope of liberating the slave or of protecting 
the inebriate, by tho ballot box, until this preliminary work 
of supplanting “the current religion of the Country” by 
your “Religion of Reason” is first effectod. 

In this, you do all you can—not to intentionally—inoculate 
the Friends of Temperance, Peace and Freedom, and of politi¬ 
cal reform, with the virus of your own despondency—that 
is,—in respect to accomplishing anything worth making 
much effort for, until this revolution in religion is first ac¬ 
complished. 

How perfectly this tallies with your late Loiter to the 
Nominating Convention at Syracuse, in which you were 
nominated for the Presidency, I need not say. To you I 
need not point out the identity of the sentiment, in your 
Third Discourse on the Religion of Reason with tho senti¬ 
ment of the Letter to tho Convention. You will not dony 
that identity, nor will your say that jour object in the 
one was not your object in the other. In perfect harmony 
with the general scopo and final appeal in that Discourse, 
you advised the Convention at Syracuse to do and expend 
little for direct, present political action against the Rum Pow¬ 
er, and the Slave Power, in the comparison with the labor 
and expenditure to revolutionize the Beligion of the Coon- 
try, by “presses and Lecturers” to be employed for that 
purpose. 

And that Revolution is not to be effected, merely, nor at 
all, by persuading the people to live up to the religion they 
profess, to the beliefs written out on their Church Creeds, 
or contained in tho Bibles. No indeed! Those beliefs in 
the particulars you have enumerated in your “Third Dis¬ 
course on the Religion of Reason,'-’ and which you have there 
condemned as fiendish, demoralizing, degrading and euslaT- 
ing, are to be thrown away. The ‘‘abominable book-relig¬ 
ion” that, as the people understood their book of books, has 
taught them those doctrines must be "superseded by tbe re¬ 
ligion of Reason”—and the Book, as a book of authority, as 


being “the Word of God” and as “given by his inspiration" 
must be cast aside. The study of the Bible and of their 
Church Creed, by Av Cheever’s Church of the Puritans, 
the same study that has led and encouraged them to take a 
bold stand against slavery, must not be relied upon to guide 
and impel them farther forward. No. “The Religion of 
Reason and Nature” and nothing else, most. henceforth 
stand in its place. 

Will you say that I have misinterpreted your meaning, 
either in your Discourses, or in your Letter to the Syracuse 
Convention 7 I think you will not 7 

And if not, I ask you whether 1 have done you any injus- 
tice, in my Review of your Letter to the Syracuse Conven¬ 
tion 7 I ask you whether, as a conscientious, truthful man, 
I could have said leas, while knowing the facts of the case, 
and retaining my belief in the “orthodox" religion—"ths 
book-religion” which yon so strongly repudiate, and which 
you say tho cause of Temperance, Peace, Freedom, and Po¬ 
litical Reform, requires to be “superceded” by your Relig¬ 
ion of Reason 1 

And I ask you further, that yon will candidly consider 
and reconsider the whole matter, and then say, upon your 
honor, and best judgment, whether you think it was just 
and right for you, in your Letter to me, concerning my Re¬ 
view, to throw cither on me or upon “orthodox y” the blame 
of a division of the Liberty parly, if it should be divided in 
consequence of my Review, of your Syracuse Letter, and of 
your Discourses that proceeded it 7 Tell me, what “new de¬ 
mands of orthodoxy” I have set up—what '‘demand” old or 
new, but the demand that the nominating conventions of the 
Liberty party,—a political party the majority of whose 
members are “orthodox” shall not be occupied with propo¬ 
sals to employ “presses and lecturers” to assist in “super¬ 
seding” the Religion of “orthodoxy”' by your “Religion of 
Reason 7”—And tell me whether this was an unreasonable 
I demand 7 

1 do not forget that in your Syracuse Letter, you called 
the Religion you commended “the religion of Reason, com¬ 
mon senso and Jesus Christ”'—as distinguished from and 
opposed to “false religions” and ‘'superstitions.”—But I 
now ask you whether you did not, in the use of those phra¬ 
ses. mean by them, precisely what you meant by them, or 
tbeir equivalents, in your Third Discourse ou the Religion 
of Reason, June 19,1859, from which I have been quoting! 

So, also you may say, that by the phrases, ‘'current relig¬ 
ion”—*• popular religion”—“prevailing religion," Ac., in 
your “Discourse” from which I have been quoting, you 
meant a pro-slavery religion. But did you not include and 
identify with a pro-slavery religion what you likewise call 
a “book religion”—a “conventional religion”—an “artificial 
religion”— ‘ the popular or orthodox religion” which you op¬ 
posed, for its teaching the divin^pulhority of the Bible, the 
atonement of Christ, the total depravity of mankind, the 
‘‘everlasting punishment,” as Jesus Christ says (Math, xxv) 
of those who “did not minister unto” him, in the persons 
of “the least” of his “brethren 7” 

You may, perhaps, say to me uow, what you said to me 
in response to my Review, in the -V. Y. Tribune, in 1859, 
of your “Third Discourse''—when you said to me, 






“I infer from jour comparison of orthodoxy with the Tbeolomcal 
Systems opposed to it. that you confound, and claes me with Uni¬ 
tarians. But for ought 1 see, Unitarians and UnlverssliiL- are no 
better than the Orthodox and are no lesa chargeable with tramp- 
ling ou human right* aud turning their back# on the religion of 
Christ. Unitarians and UnirersafiaU are as ready as the orthodox 
to rote pro-slavery and rum tickets. Some very sound doctrines 
may be in their creeds, nevertheless, what, aa a whole, is a ms--i - 
religion worth, which is not able to keep him back from voting for 
men who believe there may be valid, obligatory, real, sacred isw 
for making slaves, and for voting for men who believe in the right 
of making drunkards ’ For many, many years, I have been callmy 
on the Unitarians and Universalisu, as well as on the orthodox, u> 
throw away these religions, which murder instead of savinc buicsv 
ity. and which are a stench instead of an incense, in the nostrils o. 
heaven. For many, many years, have 1 been calling on them u. 
accept, in exchange for their abominable religious, tlie simple re¬ 
ligion of reason and justice and Jesus. What the world is prun¬ 
ing for. is a religion of common sense and common honesty.''—[Ap¬ 
pendix to “Three Discourses,” Ac. p. 83. 

Should you again say this to me, I might reply to you, 
(as I had no opportunity of doing, then,) that this concession 
concerning those who disbelieve the doctrines of orthodox? 
to which, in so large a measure, you ascribe the pro-slave¬ 
ry and pro-rum influences that rule the country, conveys 
proof positive, that all the logic you have employed in that 
direction, to disparage and decry “the religion of ortho¬ 
doxy” and its “Theology” are not worth a pin. They are 
disproved by the fact that where that Theology has been 
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-^npereedod” by its opposite, no benefits have been wit- 
oesecd, according to your own concession. 

It is in point to take notice, here, that in opposing tlie 
pre-elaveryism and pro-rumism of Unitarians and Cnirer- 1 
salists. you say not one word against their Theology. You 
rather intimate, hint-wise, the soundness of their distinctive 
creeds, as, it is easy to see, jour theology, as seen in your 
discourses, compels yon to do—You are at one with them 
no the points at wbieh they are at war with “orthodoxy. " 

I never heard of your publicly apposing in any way, cer¬ 
tainly not as a Temperance man. a Peace man, a friend of 
Freedom, a political reformer, a single distinguishing trait 
of I'niversalists, Unitarians, Swedcuborgians, Shakers, or 
Romanists. Their peculiarities you never treat with oblo¬ 
quy or disrespect. It is only when yon cotne to the ortho¬ 
dox," or go oat of your way to get at them the “orthodox’’ 
who, for a quarter of a century, hare constituted the great 
majority of your fellow-laborers and supporters, at the bal¬ 
lot box, and else whore, that you feel called upon, of late 
years, to belabor them with your theological armory.—Can 
it be difficult to see vkat kind of “presses and lecturers," it 
is, that you commend to the support and patronage of the 
liberty [>arty, in preference to any great outlay, for increas¬ 
ing votes against Slavery and Runt ? You only call on the 
anti-orthodox sects, to reduce their comparatively “sound" 
theology to practice You call on the orthodox to throw 
away their theology, their corrupt, “soul-withering, soul- 
crushing’ theology, as the only means of promoting a cor¬ 
rect practice, either in themselres, or others ?—Did you ex¬ 
pect that your proposal to the Liberty Parly, to sustain 
“presses and lecturers" in harmony with these views, would 
be unanimously approved, without remonstrance! If it pro- 
duces division, are the “new demands of orthodoxy,” to be 
held responsible for it ? 

You say Dr. Cheever’s Church has not the truo religion. 
And you exclaim—“What a fact! William Goodell cast¬ 
ing off his old fellow laborer, Gerrit Smith, and praising 
and numbering sn the side of Freedom Dr. Cliecror’s pro- 
slavery voting Church!”—How do you know that that 
Church is a pro-slavery voting Church f Perhaps you 
have heard that its members voted for Fremont in 1856, 
when they must bsve seen, in si I the Republican papers, 
Gerrit Smith’s certificate to tho anti-slavery sentiments and 
feelings of Fremont. Did you excommunicate Fordorick 
Douglas from the anti-slavery Church for thus voting, un- j 
dor tho same influence ? I see he is nominated as one of 
the Presidential Electors to vote for you.—I never beard of 
your denouncing the Churches of Samuel J. May or of Dr. 
Chapin as Anti-Christian Churches because tbey voted pro¬ 
slavery— tome of the members, perhaps voting for the Re¬ 
publican candidate, but, I presume, more of them doing 
even worse. If 1 could but see either of those Churches, 
or any other Churches of those denominations with their 
pastors, taking the same stand, encountering the same op¬ 
position, and making tho same sacrifices with Dr. Cbeever's 
Church, most gladly would I bestow upon them every syl¬ 
lable of the “praise” I hare given to the church of Dr. 
Cheevor. And so would you. Yet, for that very limited 
praise, you think it a fitting occasion for yon to exclaim— 
“Oh Orthodoxy, how bewildering and misleading is thy 
power!” What if I bad thus exclaimed against you, and 
your Theology, because, witli William Jar's graphic ac¬ 
count, before you, of the filibustering seal, strategy and 
tactics of Fremont, in the pto-slavery “Mexican Was,” ss 
the fitting tool of Polk and Buchanan, you ncrcrthelcas per¬ 
sistently lent, and even a second time, (notwithstandang my 
earnest remonstrance*) renewed, and with stronger empha¬ 
sis, to your friend Fremont, wbst he raoet needed, the influ 
euce of your name, among abolitionists, securing to him 
thousands, perhaps tens of thousands, of anti slavery votes 
that ought to have been given to the cause of National Ab¬ 
olition t 

I have just now noticed, in your "‘Religion of Reason" 
Number Four, which you lately seut me—the following— 

-Why, even the Churches of William i.oodeU and Gforgt B. 
Cfceever. wiil si the Coming election, and thu too, notwithstanding 
the remc-natraoce* of thoae faithful men. not onlv vote for dram 
•hop candidates, bat also for riave catrbioj candidates.'' p. It. 

This will convey the impression that i am novr, Pastor of 
a Church, which is not the fact. But whence comes your 
information, before hand, ns to wh t any church in Wil- 
limms burgh and New York mil do ? Are you rightly inform- 


that 1 worship with the church of which bro. S. S. Joee* 
lyn is Pastor. That church contains no members that vote 
for dram shop or slave-catching candidates. Their votes, 
with the votes they obtamd. comprised, I think, nearly the 
sum total of all the rotes east for you in Williamsburgh 
and Brooklyn in 1858. nearly or quite all those voters be¬ 
ing “orthodox." And they procured some for you in 
Xew-York Yes. 1 could name two men, one a member 
of bro. Jocelyn’s chur-lt. tbc other a member of bro. Cheev¬ 
er’s Church, whose personal efforts secured nearly every 
vote east for you in New York City, out-side of bro. Cheev 
cr’i Church, while of the churches whose members sympa¬ 
thize with yonr theology and delight in your castigations of 
J the “orthodox" and of “orthodoxy," there was probably not 
one that ever voted for you, or for any other liquor pro¬ 
hibitionist or Radical Abolitionist. I could tell a sim. 
j ilar story, of more than one “ orthodox” Church in the 
Country. It t rat so, in years past, with my little Church 
in lToneoye. It ha* bean so, in most localities of my ac¬ 
quaintance. It has been so, throughout whole counties, 
situated in more than one or two States. I always make a 
long mark for every Universalis!, Unitarian or Deistical 
! voter of the Radical abolition ticket, especially since the 
( Republican party has grown to be a large and popular 
I party. . 

Yet you say what I have above quoted from you, about 
i “the churches of William Goodell and George B. Choover" 
to illiutrate the proposition jou had just been laying down, 
that “this religion of authority (meaning tho religion that 
regards the Bible as authority—the “abominable book-relig- 
i ion,”) accounts for the poor character of the groat mass of 
| church members"— that “the noble man you find there is 
' the exceptional case” ami that “while the true church of 
Christ is the school for producing the choicest specimens of 
! humanity, these sham churches of Christ are the manufocto- 
| ries the meanest” 

This, it seems, you said, in July, beforo any “new de¬ 
mands of orthodoxy" had been set up at the Syracuso Con¬ 
vention, or afterward. This was your estimate of the 
“churches of William Goodell and Georgo B. Cheevor”— 
on the simple ground, so far as appears, that tbey held to 
what you call “the religion of authority.” 

But mistaken, uncharitable, and unfortunate, as was your 
illustration, drawn from “the churches of William Goodell 
and George B. Cheever” I am glad to see that, in some 
sort, you here recognise tho propriety of distinguishing be¬ 
tween different hinds of churches, and uot binding them all 
np in one bundle [or condemnation.—This justifies my ob¬ 
jection against the sweeping language of your Letter to the 
Syracuse Convention. Were I a member of “tho Cbureh 
of Poterboro” I would just as earnestly protest against it as 
I now do. (juito loo common, in some quarters, liave been 
these indiscriminate condemnations of the churches. Anti- 
Slavery Churches, whether “orthodox” or otherwise, few 
as they are, and the more so, because they are comparative¬ 
ly few, cannot afford to be unrecognised and overlooked, 
and in effect, classified among pro-slavery churches, in this 
manner Their influence is little enough, now. Their 
friends should not, by ignoring or disparaging them, reduce 
their influence to a cypher. The slare cannot afford it 
Their statistics, on the other hand, should be carefully gar¬ 
nered up, and published, as their testimony. Tho histo¬ 
rians of the church, in their records, from the times of No¬ 
vation, have done vast mischief, by putting down the excep¬ 
tions to the main body as nobodies. Whenever, if ever, an 
adequate and impartial history of Christianity shg^l be writ¬ 
ten, it will be found that the true church, since D 150., has 
mainly existed among the unrecognised, whom, even friend¬ 
ly historians have not thought it necessary to mention, be¬ 
cause, forsooth, they were tho “exceptions!"’ They were 
neither so few norao uninfluential as is commonly supposed. 

This fourth Discourse on the “Religion of Reason" hears 
date July 22, 1860, this connecting your present viewy with 
your ricvi in 1859, and helping, still further, to expound 
the meaning of your Letter to the Syracuse Convention 

In the same Discourse, in close connection with your re¬ 
pudiation of “ the idolatry of a book,” Ac, you repeat your 
former belief that “there are pious slaveholders’" and, (as 1 
am led to infer.) that you would not withdraw religions fel¬ 
lowship from such pious slaveholder*—which. 1 remember 
was your former sentiment. So then, you can believe that 


I Cbeever's church has the true religion because,** you predict 
i its members will vote for a slave catcher, that is, for Lincoln 
You cry out “Oh Orthodoxy how bewildering and mislead- 
1 ing is thy power” because 1 spoke ccmroendinglj of that 
ehoreb, though conceding that it might have something 
farther to learn—while you, rooraelf, foil behind that 
church, behind the American Missionary Association, and 
behind the Church Anti-Slavery Society, in withdrawing 
religion and Church fellowship fn.in slaveholders Whether 
that is owing to your theological difference from them,l leave 
for you to determine. You would not Tote for a slavehold¬ 
er for political office, but yon would recognise him as a 
, Christian and a Church member, making jour political par¬ 
ty purer than your Church Excuse me, if I think yon might 
learn something—as I supposed Dr Cheever * Church 
might—by studying “the old fashioDd Bible" (from which 
you learned “Bible polities”) and even an “orthodoxCbureh 
creed" where yon learned the orthodox doctrine of Regene¬ 
ration, which, you have said, made you an immediate aboli¬ 
tionist. Let me conclude this too long Letter by adding 
that I do not wonder at your “growing despondency” if yon 
i think that the abolition cause cannot be carried forward, 
'without first “superseding’’the foundation it stands upon, 
and upon which yon,yourself, stood, at thcjiegmnmg—“the 
foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ him¬ 
self, the chief corner stone ’ May you soon plant yonr feet 
there, again, and overcome your despondency 

I remain, my dear Sir, with even growing hopefulness. 
j yonr “old friend and fellow laborer,” 

William Goodell. 

tthr |?ri»tijjia. 


NKW-YORK, SATURDAY, OCTOBER 6. 18«0. 

l~p' Tickets. —Mr. C. A. Hammond wishes us to say 
1 that Election Tickets may be had, by applying to him at 
Peterboro, Madison Co., N. Y. 

j The Editor still craves the indulgence of his Readers 
and correspondents for any deficiances or remisaness in his 
j attentions, cither to the preparation of the paper, or to their 
Communications and Letters. For nearly five weeks ho has 
not been in his Office—has been mostly confined to his boos c, 
' alternating the time, between his bed and bis writing table 
—and some of the time under medical treatment, while a 
, sense of duty has devolved au unusual amount oipnbar upon 
| him. He hopes for a respite from his present topic of dis- 
I camion, before long. 

CoRBKsroNDENTs whose communications have not ap¬ 


peared, will please be pationt. We always have on hand 
much more than we are able to print. Wo havo some stated 
correspondents whom wo cannot afford to spare, but even 
their articles must be delayed. 

Several articles elicited by the late convention at Syracuse 
have been received, of which we hope to find room for one 
or two, in this paper—giving priority to those which state 
fads, bearing on our Review of the proceedings. We mean 
that those who differ from us shall have a fair hearing. But 
we wish them first to understand our position*, correctly, 
and the facts and argument* upon which they aro founded. 
Aud while we are discussing the matter with Gebkit Smith 
himself, we shall have to claim for him and for ourselves a 
monopoly of the argument and the space occupied by it 


K RON V A HA >1 HO XU 

Mr Goodell:—You are mistaken in regard to tbe reason 
of your Resolutions having beta rejected by the Committee 
of the Abolition Convention. As a member of that Commit¬ 
tee,'per mil me say that no word of disapproval of any senti¬ 
ment in yonr resolutions tras uttered iu the meeting of the 
Committee. Indeed the whole series was not even read. 
Mr Gordon read an abstract of them which he had pre- 
' pared ; but tbc Committee wished something more brief and 
pointed and, besides, felt themselves competuat to prepare 
their own resolves Hence yours were not presented 

Thoae published in the Pnncsjna, ibe majority of the 
Committee, including myself did uot set. 

Yours truly. C. A Hammond. 

P. S. I admit that if seen, there might have been a differ¬ 
ence of opinion in rgard to some of them. 


ed in respect to what they hart done 1 I rap( oeiw know a slaveholder has the true religi.-n, while you deny that Dr. . Notes— (It Wc hope we were not considered obtrusive 
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or arrogant in sending the Resolutions, as it was not possible 
foT ns to attend in person. It has been common among 
abolitions to do so. and others did.we think, on this occasion. 

In the present case, we should not hare prepared any. bad 
we not oeen requested to do so, by two prominent abolition¬ 
ists, of whom one was Chairman of the Committee who called 
the Convention. We said, in our Review, that we made no 
complaint on account of their exclusion, and supposed 
that there wore good reasons for it 

(2.) 80 we supposed. This is what wo intimated as possi¬ 
ble, sod the whole of it It is probable that somebody saw the 
Resolutions, if Mr. Hammond did not. 


A OHBKVBK CMS «IV W II.I.HMsni HC.II 

Into our News Department last week, are copied an arti¬ 
cle from the Brooklyn Daily Timet, containing the proceedings 
of an Ecclesiastical body in the Protestant Methodist Church, 
resulting in the removal of the Rev. Ms. Bkll. from his pa- 
tom I charge in WiUiamsburgh. This Bro Bell is well known j 
to ns. and to ( othcr abolitionists in WiUiamsburgh, as an in 
terreting preacher, and an earnest advocate ol the oppressed 
We hare entire confidence in him and in his statements. For ] 
some time past, the Brooklyn an i New York papers have been 
publishing fragmentary, one-sided, and injurious accounts of 
the difficult** between Mr. Bell and portions of the two cliur- 1 
ches nnder his ministry. The report in the Times, betrays, 
certainly, no partiality in bis favor But with the reported 
statements of Mr. Bell, the reader cannot have failed to learn | 
the true merits of the case. As in the case of Dr. Cbcever, I 
the preacher gave good satisfaction till fie preached against 
slavery. Then be become suddenly nnpopnlar, and his support 
was cut off. And when the case comes before the Chnrch, 
and is to go before the public, it is not because the pastor bad 
preached against slavery. Oh ! No. It is only because the 
pastor or bis friends, or both of them, took measures to keep 
bis family from starring! In Dr. Cbeever’s case, the fault 
was, going outside ol the Oburcb for Bnpport. In Mr. Bell’s 
cm.‘, it wss his appealing to the Church, to fulfill its cogage- 
ntntB. So, in Mr. Bell's case, it is ecclesiastically decided 
llmt he must quit, with a clerical certificate or good Christian 
iharacter, at.d ministerial standing, in his pocket, to go where- 
svcv else be may, and have the same game played over again, 
f he ventures a repetition of his imprudence. Just as the pas¬ 
tor of the Broadway Tabernacle Church, the Independent, Ac. 
would like to sec done in the case of Dr. Cbeever. In both 
•bw, hints were given that the pastor had better withdraw, 
in both cases, the proposals were very properly declined, and 
the responsibility thrown on the Cbnrches. 

We commend the study of this case, especially, to our Wes¬ 
leyan brethren, who have been deliberating upon an Ecclesias¬ 
tical Union with the Protestant Methodists. (The last N. Y- 
Wesleyan Conference was held in one of the very churches 
that ha* now rejected Bro. Bell) We hope the Wtsleyans 
■will look twice before they take a leap in that direction. 

This ease too, deserves attention, as being bat a fair aver¬ 
age specimeu of the removal of hundreds of faithful ministers 
from tbeir pulpits, for do fault but preaching against slavery 
in this country We wish somebody would collect the histi- 
ry of theory and publish them in a serin of volume., for it 
would require aeveral. This would serve to correct the mis¬ 
take, that only a few miuistera, (most, or all of them, of the 
evangelical or orthodox sects,) have bten driven from their pul-1 
•pits for tbeir faithful testimony against slavery. It would at 
the nine lime, silt nee the- pretense of the Independent, on the 
other hand, that moat, or all, or a large msjority of the clergy 
are anti-slavery. These two mistakes are particularly mis¬ 
chievous at this time. The one inflames the cry that ortho¬ 
doxy and evangelism are essentially pro-slavery, the excep¬ 
tions not being worth noticing—the other, that all the minia¬ 
tes. nearly, being anti-slavery, th a persecuted ones were perae- 
»ted for their own fault, or on other grounds than their anti- 
da very preaching. 

From Bro. Bell we learn a few additional particulars. The 
Superintendent of the WiUiamaborgb station, daring the ‘ 
troubles, was a Da. Bulges, from Louisiana, whose wife had 
teen a slaveholder, and be bad sold her slaves Before the 
uperintendency of Dr. Bulger, Mr. Bell bad met with little if 
any opposition. Under his saperin tendency, the opposition be¬ 
came violent. On one occasion, Dr. Bulger was so excited as 

shake his fist in the face of Mr. Bell. Whether from an 
apprehension of cenmre on this account, or from some other 
cause. Dr. Bulger has resigned the superintendeccy. During 


i the troubles the charges of preaching “abolitionism ami nic- the South upon the subject of Slavery, constitutirg a virtual 
! gerisro," were food and incessant, ajraiiist Mr. Bell. But when »p<wtacy from the faith of the Fathers, and trora the prin- 

• h Tr,~z.“"V‘r * r «„«*• 

•very . In fact, there was little, if anything against Bro. Boil, fc+eon of Christianity who uphold and practice slaverv 
only it was best that he should leave ’ to refuse them the ordinary signs of Christian fellowship as 

Bro. Bell, by the bye. belongs to the Westnjan connection a scriptural ami necessary rebuke for their countenance 
thongh he was ministering to the two Protestant Methodist aDd abhorrPnt 

Churches. We trust be will not find it difficult to obtaio a 
field where his labors will b6 acceptable. We heartily c 


n hateful t 

Christianity. 

Resolved. That as the sin of slavery consists in the animus 

, . .. __ _ and act of slave-holding, it is for ministers and churches to 

mend him to the friends of pure and undefiled religion, where- “T distinctly *° ‘ h « slaveholder. Thon art the man. and 

„„ l. ___ __ treat him as one whose practice in itrtma facte evidence of 

ever be may go. He is yet a young mao. May he long live hi , dMtitution of Christianity. F 1 

and labor as a good soldier, having borne the yoke in his Resolved. That in our view the time has fully come for 

youth. 1 £—-I—|-j ggMjji -• *-•-* * - 


For the Priasipia. 

FROM W W. CtnPMtV. 

Rro. Go odell: The Principia of Sept. 15th came to 
hand too late in the week, for me to answer or explain in 
regard to the doings of the lnte Convention of Radical Aboli¬ 
tionists held at Syracuse, in your next isaue. Yonr review 
of its proceedings, and Mr. .Smith’s letter, I have examined, 
and wish to notice that portion of which I do not approve, 

1st. Mr. Smith's letter was road before the Convention with 
others; and many were omitted for want of time. It was 
not sanctioned by vote, or otherwise ; and if his theory of j 
the “religion of reason” is in the letter, it was not discovered, 
nor endorsed by the meeting. It was our intention to com¬ 
mend no other religion than tho “pure and umlefilod,” “that 
visits tho widow and the fother I css in their afflictions,” Ac- 
But it tm 
that fills 

ty;—that overlooks tho iniquity of thousands of their mem- g* tes - 
hers, whointend to vote for Lincoln or Douglas at the coming j 
election; and who are catching 


Xorthcrn churches and ministers to take position "and declare 
thomselve« upon the question of Christian abolitionism, lha: 
is, the duty of abolishing slavery in the name of Christ; and 
that we should henceforth willingly welcome the charge 
and bear'the cross of being called abolitionists 


Jttfos of tbf 


Kplxopnl Dlm-mn Convention—African Slave Trade. 
The A'. Y. Tribune, Sept, 28, contains an account of the 
proceedings of the Diocesan Convention just held in Xew- 
York, from which we extract the following: 

SECOND DAT-EVENING SESSION. 

After the transaction of sorao routine business, Mr. John 
Jay arose, and proceeded to speak upon the subject of the 
foreign slave-trade, by way of preface to certain resolutions 
which ho designed to present to the Convention. He was 
cieas m tneir ntmctions, are- j T j 0 lcntly opposed bv certain members of tho Convention 
to stnko down that pro.slavery Faith ' hut the Bishop ruled that ho was in ordor. and he proceed^ 
churches in this land with political infideli- cd in spite of the ovidont uneasiness of many of tnc dele- 


sorry to omit the able speech of Mr. Jay, which 
shadow of support occupies three and a half columns of The Tribune .— At the 
pro-slavery divinity, and cxccptiounblo portions of radi- ( close of his .Speech, Mr. Jay offered the following Reeolu- 

Whereas, Tho Protestant Episcopal Church in tho United 


cal documents, even, to sustain them. The doctrines con¬ 
tained in tho “three discourses on tho religion of Reason,” 


„_. . . Bpw . _ 

v. u be attached to the Platform of the Liberty h ? vo > t . hrou £ h M»«*r Board of Foreign Missions, es- 

w. f, . ,,____ , r , tablished various missious on the coast of Africa, and this 

, , MrC A; Iln ™ n ' oad reported the senes of resolutions r onTontioil fceU , stroag inUlrett ^ TOCce?8 ' f the ^ 


» the Convention which wore adopted: whethor ho is i 


Missions as tho means for tho conversion of Africa to the 


vert to Mr. Smith’s theories, I know not. Mr. Putnam pro- principles and practices of Christianity. And trhereas, it 
sented others at tho evening session after mnnv had left, * ,IU ljec ' 1 m . nde 10 n PP°* r to this Convention that a class of 
- - ’ tiersons residing in tho diocese of Nnw.Ynrk *r« t 


in resolutions of an approved stamp, i 


persous residing in tbo diocese of Now-York are engage 

jj if* vessels to the Western Coast of Africa, with_ 

>t kidnapping and seducing to Slavery large numbers 


Thero might haro been some improprieties in the business of tho said people : and it is publicly pretended and asserted 
department, as everything was done in a short space of time tlla J tb .° do ®trino of Christianity justifies aud approves of the 

from their healthful channels. The despondency, of which that the said trade will interfere materially with the said 
you speak, in Mr. Smith’s lettor, I thought ill timed, but it Mission, and that n belief on the part of the Africans that 
did not damp the ardor of any one present, but all were tboB0 w ^° eil gago in the African slave-trade are Christians, 

T"- r 1 “ J °“ M * ra '■ “• 

of our expedition. Many of your remarks and suggestions | the teaching of our missionaries. Threfore 
will do great good; though some of them I deemed rather Resolved, That this Convention in order t 
sevorc upon those who acted in the Convention; and a fore¬ 
stalled rebuke upon Mr. Smith, 


-i ordor to prevent all 

isappreheusion in regard to tho position ofthe Church in 
. . . ..." this Diocese on the subject of the slave-trade, do hercbv de- 

. “ P rc ** nt position. His u ] arc nn j aonounc that the Convention do utterly reject 

Cuba doctrine, his compensated emancipation creed, Ac, to the doclrino that men may be lawfully kidnapped and held 


W. W. Chapman. 


u Slavery by any other person, and do utterly condemn the 
t .aid practice as a great sin against God aud man. And do 
adopt, in regard thereto the words of St. Cyprian, in writ- 
’• j ing to tho Bishop of Numidia; “Both religion and humani- 
i ty make it a duty for us to work for tho deliverance of the 
captive. * * It is Jesus Christ, himself of whom we 

ought to consider in oar captive brother. It is Him whom 
From the 8vracu»o Journal. we should deliver from captivity—Him who hath delivered 
Charcb AntHUsnqr HecScly—Meeting at PiymouUi Chare h 1,8 5"° m dealb 

Mr. .Jay was frequently interrupted in the delivery of his 
n Monday evening, Rev. Henery T. Choevor, of Jewett remarks, by the discussion of points of order, which the Bis- 
City, Cl, addressed a meeting at the Plymouth Church of bo P dc<:ided “ ?**• Ja J 9 at the same time 


which you allude, are small items of his individuality 
And, os he holds and definos them, can never mar the great 
doctrines of immediate and unconditional emancipation, of 

the Radical Abolitionists. w a. 

Minctto, Sept. 17, 1860. 


Convention to maintain xileoce, as well as 
disorderly behavior of a number of members who left the 


this city A behalf of the organization know as the Church 

Anti-Slavery Society. Ho presented at length a pica for bouse with such noise and confusion^_ 

such an Association in the bosom of tbo church, showing to interrupt the quiet of the convention. 

the necessity of it, not as superseding other Anti-SlaTerv Thew interruptions continued until a lato hour, compelled 

“ r trr”r ^ 

mate channel (the church) against tlie unchristian practice eluding tl.e Rev. Dr Vinton, who'appealed to Mr. Jay to 
of slaveholding. withdraw his resolutions Thu M» .tow Zr * “ 

At the close of his addren, Mr. Cbeever submitted the „, „ , 

following resolutions, which were ably supported by Rev. the tobljand U,c" that ^> id 

Mr. Betkar, of the Wesleyan Church, and then adopted by stood : ' 
the meeting. 

A collection was also taken in behalf of the Church Anti- 
Slavery Society. 

Rev. Mr. Strieby, of the Plymouth Church, presided. 

The resolutions adopted are as follows 


withdraw his resolutions. This Mr. Jay distinctly declined 

eonard then moved that the,,__ 

vote, by orders, being called for, the v< 

Clergy—Yeas.54 I Laity—Yeas.54 

^*3 *.6 I Nays.6 

Whereupon the Convention adjourned. 

THIRD DAV. 

Mr. J. .B. Silkman of Somers said he%ad a resolution 


Resolved, That, in the judgment of this meeting, the which he wished to offer without delaying the Convention 
change of opinion and expression which has taken place in 1 b J any further prefatory remarks than that its importance 
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uxi absolute ncceeelty were shown in the preamble. 11c pro¬ 
ceeded to read as toll'iws : Whereas. The action of the late 
convention of the Diocese, in refusing to refer a petition there 
presented, praving an enqni ry into "the duty of the Conrett- 
non touching the prosecution of the African slave trade from 
she port of Xew-York within the limits and jurisdiction of 
she Diocese,'’ Has excited innch remark at home anJ abroa<l 
The London Christtan Obserttr has remarked thereon 
in these words: 

Even the Episcopal Convention there is quite prepared 
not merely to justify 1 men-stealers ' bnt to add the weight 
of its authority to their hideous cause.' 

And. Wkertft, Such an interpretation of the action of the 
•aid Convention, from so respectable a source, is calculated, 
if uncontradicted by this body,not simply to bring reproach 
and odium on the Pfotestent Episcopal Church in the I'nited 
States, and to give great impulse h> immorality mod infidelity, 
bat also to encourage and strengthen the African slave-trade, 
a« prosecuted front the port of New-York, and embolden the 
prosecutors thereof to defy the laws of their country and of 
tied, and to prosecute with impunity thetnid-trade in their 
fellow creatures. Therefore 

Rtsolctd, That this Convention, for the purpose of prevent¬ 
ing all such misapprehension and evil consequence, doth 
hereby unanimously declare that, so far from approving or 
tolerating the said "trade, or regarding it as one that may 
be innocently prosecuted under any circumstances whatso¬ 
ever, doth reprolwtc and condemn (he buying and selling 
uf human beings, or the holding of them in Slavery after 
they have been so bought and sold, as contrary to the doc¬ 
trines of the Church and to the Word of Cod. and as con¬ 
stituting a very fearful and wicked crime. And this Con¬ 
vention doA call upon all members of the Church in this 
diocese, by the authority of the Church and in the name of 
(rod to set their face against all traffic in human being*—to 
remember that the victims of said trade, and all human heiugs 
whatsoever, are equally with themselves, the children of Our 
Father in Heaven, and that it they fail to do unto these, 
their brethren, as they would be douo by and continue to 
make merchandise of the sons of God, they may justly fear 
his wrath, which of old he visited on those who, tn the 
words of Scripture, dealt in' slave- and the sons of n»en.’ ; 

Mr. Silkinan had not proceeded far when he was called 
to order by Mr. Weaver of Fordham. Mr.Weaver said 
tliis was not the place and time to legislate upon slavery : 
it was their duty to consider matters of the Church. 

A delegate from bis left ulsocalled Mr. .Silkinan to order, 
and the ground was that this subject had been considered 
and already acted upon by the present Convention, and 
that by one of the resolutions of order it could not be repro- 

Mr. Silkinan was about proceeding with the reading, but 
Mr. Wearer insisted on his point of order. Calls of •‘order” 
came from nearly all parts of the Church. The Chair (tem¬ 
porarily occupied by Dr. Creighton) was undecided and hes¬ 
itated, durring which Mr. Milkman again read ou, but was in 
consequence of repeated calls for order and confusion, inter¬ 
rupted by the Chair. The Chairman still hesitated, and 
said he was not prepared to say Mr. Milkman was out of 
order. Dr. Vinton’s point of order, which was quite ener¬ 
getically staled, represented that it was not uecessarr, in 
offering a resolution, to read wlrnt Tkt London Christian 
Observer had said or written. 

The Chair had decided Mr. Silkman to be in order. Mr. 
Eigenbrodt appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. Silkman hoped the gentlemen would bear the res¬ 
olution read before voting as to its merits. 

A vote was taken, and the majority seemed to go with 
the Chair, in favor of allowing the resolution to be read. 

Mr Silkman presuming that the chair had pronounced 
in his favor us to the majority, again resumed tne reading 
of the resolution. 

A division was called for, but the Chairman requested 
the vow to bo repeated, which was done. Division was 
again called j*. 1 he Chai rm an however, decided that he 

was not sui>l4Rxl, and Mr. Silkman was therefore compelled 
to sit down. 

A division on the last vote was now called for by several 
gentlemen of the other side, while (some saying " adjourn 
till evening." and others saying, “ the subject will then 
come up again." •• better adjourn sine die,' j 

Dr Vinton at the same time (Bishop Potter here took the 
chair) moved that the Convention adjourn sine die, after the 
reading of the minutics and the usual religious exercises. 

This motion was seconded by three or four and carried by 
a large majority. 

Mr Silkman said he would move a reconsideration of 
this vote for the purpose of— 

Dr. Vinton’ turning u> Mr. S., said did you vote in the 
affirmative T Mr. S replied be did. The motion to consider 
was seconded by several persons but was lost. 

After attending to some other matters the Convention 
adjourned, sine die. 


OIPUHTA.VT nio.'l EtSUPE 

The Korth Amenta arrived st Quebec, brings news of 
the defeat and almost total disorganisation of the Papal ar¬ 
my, under Gen. Iaunoriciore. Victor Emanuel is, indeed. 
King of Italy The Pope, it is said, is preparing for Sight. 
If be leaves, it is believed that the French troops will leave 
also, and leave the city to the Sardinians. Austria is ma¬ 


king great military preparations in Venetia. and on the A- 
drvstir GanVaMS lia- written to the King, demanding the 
dismissal of his Minister, the Count De favour. This, it is 
feared, will hazard the harmony of the Italians 

n»* Otojvcts or Mr I w«ny. Ml—I cm to the t'nltod States. 

From the Loadoo Shipping Gazette. Slept. T. 

To-morrow Mr. W. S. Lindsay sails from Liverpool for 
the rnited States on the mission which, a fortnight since, 
we were enabled to announce as definitely resolved upon. 
Since that announcement appeared in our columns, our 
cotemporaries, of all shades of politics, have deemed it ne¬ 
cessary to refer to it in the language of doubt or disparage- 
me.it, but none of them have ventured to deny its truth. We 
have now only to s»y that our statement reporting the 
character of Mr. Lindsay’s mission was correct in every par- 
particular He goes to Washington at the instance of Her 
Majesty's Government. He is furnished by the Government 
with documents which plsce him in piswession of all that 
has been hitherto done by (he Foreign-office in the way of 
correspondence or negotiation with the American Govern¬ 
ment . tuid Lord Lyons has received express instructions to 
afford Mr. Lindsay every possible facility iu placing his 
views fairly before the 'Cabinet of Washington. In short, 
Mr. Lindsay, except that be does not hold the Queen's Com¬ 
mission ns Special Envoy, possesses all the authority as a 
negotiator on maritime affairs, wilh which it is possible for 
the advisers of the Crown to invest him, while the imssiou 
on which he is about to proceed is one of paramount impor¬ 
tance to the carrying trade of this country It will be seen, 
therefore, that white there it no intention to tuspertede 
Lofd Lyons, or in sny way to interfere with the diplomatic 
functions <>l uur Minuter at Washington, it bos bvuu con¬ 
sidered advisable by our Government, seeing that adequate 
information ou the subject of our maritime relations with 
the United States has not been hitherto effectually conveyed 
through the ordinary chauuelscl diplomamy. to select some 
person whose practical acquaintance with maritime com¬ 
merce would,make him a successful interpreter of their views 
as well as ol those of the United States Government, and 
the choice of the Guvernmeut, no doubt directed by tbe 
events of the past session, has rested upon Mr. Lindsay. It 
is not the first time iu the history of tbe commerciai relu- 
of this country with fiiroigu -States that persons possessing 
the confidence uud acting with the authority of tbe British 
I Government, have been employed for the purpose of adjus- 
, ling commercial questions which proved to oe beyond tbe 
(lie sphere or the powers of diplomacy to ai(just. Towards 
tho close of the last century, Mr. Eden was employed by 
Mr. Pift on a mission which proved uttsuccesslul only be¬ 
cause the time was uupropitious. Our reciprocity treaties 
with Prussia, with France, with Denmark, and' with the 
House Towns, bear tho signature of William iluskissou. The 
Maine boundary questions, which defied all tbe efforts of 
diplomacy, aud threatened for a long lime to involve us in 
hostilities with (he United Suites, ware at length settled by 
Alexander Bariug, a successf ul merchant, specially accrodi- 
| ted to Washington for tbe purpose, and settled with an cose 
and rapidity which astonished the diplomatic world. A 
commercial treaty has bcou recently concluded with France, 
tho effect of which lime must reveal. The negotiation was 
intruded to Mr. Cubdcn, because our Government well knew 
. that it involved details, with which the ublo Minister, who 
: represents this country iu Paris had but a slender acquaiut- 
! ante. Prtma /atm, therefore, the selection of Mr. Lindsay 
i as the negotiator of a question involving commercial details 
; i» agreeable, to precedent, and entirely juslitiable on Uie 
: part of (he Government, aad ought to be successful. It seems 
I to be in accordance with the simple rule of common sense, 
j by which a man’s btucas for a certain work determines bis 
j selection. It is no reflection upon the ability or discretion 
of Lord Lyons that he is not as iutiuiulely acquainted with 
the details of the maritime relations of tnu country with 
1 tho United States, as a man who has been for yearsdirectly 
I interested in the British Carrying Trade,and who has made 
the subject of Maritime Commerce in all its bearings his pe- 
• culiar study; nor can we conceive it any degtedulion to Lord 
Lyons that he bos been instructed to confer with Mr. Lind¬ 
say, and to become tbe official medium of laying that gentle¬ 
man s view* and the result of his practical experience, fully 
before the American Government And whatever may tie 
thought of the great result* of diplomatic action on interna- 
, tionnl affairs, there is more dune by tbe private aud unoffi¬ 
cial intercourse of a few authorised individuals, acting on 
the part of their respective Goverument, than the world at 
I large would believe. Some of the most important arrange¬ 
ments between Governments have been settled in the most 
unpretending fashion, aud the consent of Uie Government 
and the exchange of ratifications nothing more than the fiat 
upon a foregone conclusion. And this is more especially 
true of Commercial Treaties. 

Mr. Lindsay goes to Washington for the purpose of taking 
the opinion of the American Government on certain propo¬ 
sals which the British Government desire to make, in order 
to place the Maritime relations ut tbe two countries un a 
mure just aud satisfactory footing. It will be hi> duty to 
point out the injustice indicted on the British Shi) ow m-r by 
the refusal of tbe United States to open their Coasting Trade 
, to British Shipping, seeing that every branch of the British 


Carrying Trade, direct, indirect, Coasting, and Colonial, is 
open to American Shipping. He can show that a persistence 
in such a policy is opposed to the extension of American 
Commerce, and ci-ula not. if abandoned, inflict sny injury 
on the American Mercantile Marine on the contary, tbii-. 
the increased carrying which would speedily mult would 
lie more than an equivalent for the fall in freights which 
would probably attend the opening of the trade He 

may urge that the spirit of lilierality which di*- 
distinguishes the Commercial legislation of ‘this country is 
discernible in the recommedatioti of tbe recent Parliamen¬ 
tary Committee, which, if adopted—as they undoubtedly 
will be—wfll relieve American shipping frequenting these 
ports to tho extent of £ 70,000 per annum paid in light 
| Dues. Ii- discussing the great international question nf bel¬ 
ligerent rights at sea, Mr. Lindsay may point to the advance 
made hy the States who are parties to the Declaration of 
Paris, and lo the impossibilities of England maintaining the 
1 position in which the is placed by that declaration, except a 
respect for private property at sea in war time is made the 
1 rule amongst maritime States. This must be, or England 
must revert to her aurient maritime rights. Tbe necessity 
which exists for a uniform law in respect to collision be¬ 
tween American and British ships, whether in British or 
American waters, or on the high seas, has long been admit¬ 
ted, and demand* the earnest attention of those who de*irc 
to see the maritime relations of tha two countries placed on a 
settled and satisfactory footing There are other mailers, 
such as tho extradition of those charged with atrocities on 
board ship, which shnald also find a place in the approach¬ 
ing deliberations. These questions, it will he admitted, for 
their successful treatment, demand severally a practical 
acquaintance with the working of tho cvils'llicy involve. 
Mr. Lindsay has an nrduous hut an honorable task to per¬ 
form, and it be proves himself equal to it, and sin-ecda in his 
mission, he will deserve to rank with those who have confer¬ 
red a lasting service on their countrv It will be no discre¬ 
dit to bitn across tbe Atlantic that fie is a "self-raised and 
self-educated man.” The sneer will not count for much, 
we may rest assured, in the United States. We have oalv 
to congratulate the shipping interest at large that a prueti 
cal man has been selected to deal with questions which si 
di-sply concern them,and to wish him OTery success whicl 
hit mission, directed as it is to the attainment of so impor 
taut an object, deserves. Wo may, perhaps, regret that Mr 
I Lindsay's departure on the mission be has undertaken shoulc 
provoke hostile criticism in anv direction, because it seems 
I to us to be well conceived and directed to on honest pur- 
pose ; but, having said thus much, wo arc content to abide 
the issue. 

Kim irk It strikes us that men capable of transacting 
the necessary business, in a common-sense wsy, should be 
selected ns Ministers, in tbe first place, or else the expen¬ 
sive pageant of Ministers Plenipotentiary should be abolish¬ 
ed altogether.—We remember, by the bye, an instance simi¬ 
lar to the above, in which Gerrit Smith, without any appoint¬ 
ment for the purpose, ncgociatcd tbe Reciprocity Treaty 
with Canada.— Pnnttpia. 

emttut OK TUB HI-A VKH STtlBM K1VIJ. 

Special Dispatch of tho N. Y. Tribune. 

Wzshikgtok, Sept, 28, 1860. 

THK CXHTI KC OC THE STOHM KINO. 

Captain Dorin, Commanding United States ship Sou Joc- 
into, reports that on the 8th of August last, whilo proceed- 
1 ing from Eonrovia to Loando, bo fell iu with and captured 
a hermaphrodite brig, without name, having ou board a car¬ 
go of 619 Africaus. Of these ICO were men, 130 women, 
201 boys, and 68 girls. According to a statement of John 
i I-cckhurd, a passenger on board, it appears that the vessel 
is the celebrated Storm King, which brought the two United 
States Deputy Marshals iuto so much difficulty last May at 
i Now York. She left that city under his command, anil was 
subsequently sold to s Spanish captain. She left the African 
coast about the 6th of August. Captain Dorin directed 
Lieut A. K Hughes to take charge of the prise and pro¬ 
ceed to Monrovia, where be would transfer the African* to- 
tbe Rev. John Leys, Agent of the I'nited States for recap- 
lured Africans by'our cruisers. After landing the Africans, 
he was instructed to proceed to Norfolk and turn the prise 
vessel over to the United States authorities. Three negroes 
died before reaching Monrovia. 

Lieut. Uugbee reports that while landing tbe African! at 
Monrovia, the ship Erie, commanded by Lieut. Duunington, 
with upward of &80 Africans on board, which were cap¬ 
tured on tbe 8th of August by the United Stales steamer 
Mohican. Commander Gordon, entered the harbor. 

(,KS. WALKER SHOT, 

Ni w-Osleans, Friday, Sept. 28,1860. 

The British war steamer Gladiator has been quarantined. 
She has on board the remnants uf Gen. Walker's army. 

Walker was shot on the 12th inst. Ten shots were fired 
a: him amid the cheers of the natives. He was afterward 
buried by foreigner*, the natives refusing to take any part 
in the ceremony. Col. Rudter ho* been sentenced to four 
I years imprisonment. 


THE PEINGIPIA. 


Jaimln Slistfllanp. 


The following lullaby B sufficiently tender and music*! to make 
every woman who read* it wwh for a baby to aing it to: 

Come to my arm*. yon bewildering elf! 


Dome to my arm 
lent me gather J. 
Bury ynnr aeintil 
And all the glorj 
Prom twinkling I 
Deep in the fold! 


ill the glory and grace yon wear, 
twinkling feet to golden crown, 
in the fold* of the crimson gown ; 


g of my holirat being a part; 
Ing a song in the olden rhyme. 
r and aweet aa a res par-chime 
Sleep, baby-boy: 

The little bird* rent. 


The little bird* rest. 

Downy and aofl. 

In the mother-bird - * neat: 
The lambkina are aafh 

In the ubepherd'e warm fold 


spider was not hungry now. so he only looked nt hi* fat young angels is the house 

prisoner, and thought what a fine dinner be would make by (A correspondent of The Independent Sends the following 
I and by, and then went hack to his house again Tbc-n 1 left ' as a true incident:] 
them. I knuw a man. He is not n Christian. His daily life is 

In the afternoon. I thought I would go and see what not ; n accordance with even principles of morality He ha- 
had become of the poor By. I found that be bad been killed, tbrec beautiful, well behaved children. The other day he 
and partly eaten by the spider : and there, too, were the boil- , to j d roc lb j 8 incident of one of them, his little girl, three o r 
iea of as many as half a dorm poor. silly jonng flies, all hung jour years old. 

up in front of the spider’s house. Said he : "Perhaps some people would think it sacrilege 

Now, there area great many different kinds of spiders, child but I don't; but for some time hack, I hare been in the 
ren. There are some spiders in this city, who have their webs bab j, „f rea ding the Bible, and of having prayers every 
all spun, and will try and entice yon to walk into them, aod n ;g bt before the children go to bed. I have done it because 
be caught, like that poor little fly. Now I want yon to look it bag a gor>d influence on the children, and because I hope 
out for these spider's webs, and not get yoar foot into one of - |t m „y have had a good influence on myself. Last night I 
them. Many of them arc built very handsomely, and look wenl ^ -Lodge,’ (he is a Mason,) and did not got home till 


it may have had a good influence on myself. Last night I 
went to 'Lodge,’ (he is a Mason,) and did not got home till 


very attractive, and over the top of them say, •• Porter-hem a f, cr u o’clock. The children, of course, ’ 


The dewdrop’s asleep 
In the buttercup'* gold. 


“Choice Wines, See," aod some of them contain a kind of 
tisonoae weed, curiously rolled up, one end of which is to be 


and 1 supposed a#cop Before going to bed I knelt down 
by my !*d to pray, and had been thore but a moment, whea 


t end put Into a person's mouth. Child- f’heard Noble get up from her bed i 


holy aod calm. 
ie motherly eye*. 
•Ur* look down 
om the rilent likie*. 


An energetic and decidedly sensible young maiden e 
the following. Wo clip from a western exchange 


My birdlfng, my flower. 

My lily, my Umbkin. ~.. ,_„. _ a _____ 

wffi 1 ^ why not up s ; A “ u 7 obacco f T y \ *v *»& »«*>•* th » i --*+ t ™** 

Be«tn 4ofUy iD time. f‘»rm Tcmpcranco Club?*, and publish your intentions not to _ t t » _ 

T °Of , my > tende7ofd*rhyme * marry young men who indulge it. the ‘social glass/’ and Y oojiC America Wonder why mamma keeps 

, t , , r , ar « down, ™ loto ' 00 ,ho unfortunate chap who soils Ins Bridgnt nt homo from churc h to work all day, and says it it 

Etm the CB1UHUU. b P" w ‘ tb touch of the winc-cup. flow is it about tobacco ? w ickod for me to build my rabbit-house on Sunday ? 

... . , . u . f „„ c, ln H.v. IIow doe8 il look " tuffing in a bUck ’ nnUiOOU "- poisonous Wondcr wh „ our minister bought that pretty cane with 

c a 40 . .!**? 4 .° U , r * | ’ h -h W ji| doubt weed ’ “ nd rolbng il a8 “ ohf>,co —' m bi * tcc,h ’ or 1 the yellow lion’s head on tho top. and thou asked me for my 

T ^ Tthouelt ingnl>ont witH r. roll of it depending from hi. Ups ? l C cn/toput in the missionary £x ? Don’t I want a jew, 7 

Icm remain in Itltle heads for a long tune to come. I thought „ p] , ^ you wfaal u ^ ^ x won > t marry u mau wh o , . . ‘ „ h „ J 

te TtSTlfftotelUhem some. i U8P8 ToWc0! 1 ° ra " 0t ^ ‘° h “ V ° * 4 P iUo °* #tanding Wonder what makes pa toll such nice stories to visitor, 

1 ’ 4 ** , ' k . owu ] sn . 1,1 th ® mi<ldl6 of « Tcr y floor . for n*ysclf my children and ahout hi* hiding tho master’s ratan, whon he wont to school, 

thmg about i. I wU' M ’ ,tUmbl ° ° V ° r ’ n ° r h ‘ lVC '-P“ t,cred 1 and about running away from tho schoolmaster when hew*. 

gu»g*V though 1 very ««b «e.rtK /.jch with ‘ obllcco j uico ! l> '> 1™ 8 “PP 08U 1 wou,d do as Mr " going to whip him, and then shuts mo up all day in a dark 

brem. it will loose much ofthc freshnem and piquancy whtch Ncff nn(J of ladies , ku0 w of-clean after tobacco-spit ’ | ^ becf J j juBt 0DCC( t0 bc ^Liart as he was ? 
made tt so entertaining Th. subject a*. j CIUC not how immaculate his broadcloth, or how unin- | bonder why mamma tells pa he is cross when he comm 

THK SPIDER'S sERMo>. cumbered his estates, or how supremely graceful or self homc at njght ud ^ his Wa ia ncak> and tieg a handker- 

Childreu, did you ever hear a xp,der preach ? You have of- possessed, Ac., Ac.—the moment I see him hang around a chief over mv niouth , 0 that j ^ ne iU,cr speak or breathe 

ten beard men preach, but do you not know that animals, and , spittoon, as a moth hovers noar a candle, I am ready to say bocaugo j happen to say she is cross ? 
birds, and insects, and flowers and trees preach ; and a great j good by” to him; for neither myself nor servants Bhall Wonder w hat made pa say that wicked word whon Betsy 
many things preach that cannot speak ? I went to bear a spi- ever be degraded into the task of taking care of his need- lipRC , the ink a „ ovrt hla pa J, crgi aud thcn 8nappe(1 my ^ 
dor preach one Sunday morning I have a shed, back of my j less, inexcusable, unpardonable filth ! ° * 0 because I said the samo thing, when my kite string broke? 

house, where I keep wood, and tools, and various things to It is bad enough, everywhere 1, go,—especially iu the Qh doar , thorc aro lota of thhlg8 tbat j want t0 

work with; and I went there that morning to think. It is of 1 railroad cars,—to be comnollod to wipe the pools and quids Uow j wigb j WIU> a man ; 

great importance in this world, sometimes to stop aod think. t with my dress, and be spit upon without ceremony.—Whon ► -»«■ *»-- 

People often do wrong things, just because tbev don’t think I have a house of my own, it shall be too sucred and decent °° Da,1 ‘ t A!,d Houbly ' olE Durt ;iJo it patiently, tboroogh 
Wha, you have done anything you ought not to have done, I for such abominations! ly. Do Has it preseuU itself: do itat the moment, andI let.« 

don’t /on a,way. aa, -Oh. 1 didn't think .You an. ** --So, now, girls, what do yon say ? Here’s my flag !-how 

Well, as I told you, I went out to my shed, and aat down many will enroll under my banner? Come, enlist ^„ a ba t as an immortal. Fear nothing but *m 

on a board to think. Pretty soon, I happened to look up to a responsive throb is felt in tho hearts of some young niJ tbing but a mean action. 

the little window, way up in one corner, and there 1 saw a l ad ic- of the vicinity of New York. We extend the right- — -"-- 

great spid. r. very busily at work. He was makmg his web. baild fellowship to our western aster, and, with hearty W R,T,!vo ’‘ OF william goodell 

You have all seen a spider's web. You know how beautiful MO d will subscribe to rbrsaia atthe «Oo* *fta« JVtarfjrfa: Fo* c**« o*u 

. . T . . goon wui, auoscnin, io OEMoaUCYoraiRUmAMTY.SVola .il 60.Pon*«»cl», 


Beat* softly in time, 

To the murmuring flow 
Of my tender old rhyme. 


her little feet come pattering across the floor toward me 
1 kept perfectly still, and she came and knelt down beside 
mo without saying a word. I did not notice her, and in a 
moment, speaking just above her breath, she said; ‘Pa, 
! pray loud.’ I prayed. I kissed her, and she wont back to 

bed; and I tell you, O-•• I have had nothing affect me so 

for the last ten years. I have thought of nothing else all 
dny long, bntjust that little— "Pa, pray loud.” 


We bad an address at our Habbath School, a few Sundays 
ago, which made little bright eyes shine, and which will doubt 
las remain in little heads for a long time to come. I thought 
bow all the children who sec the Prmcipia would love to have 
beard it; but as tbat could not l>e, 1 will try to tell them some, 
thing about it I will endeavor to use the speaker’s own lsn- 
guagr, though I very much fear that, distilled through my 


Wonder why our minister bought that pretty cane with 
' tho yellow lion’s head on the top, and thon asked me for my 
cent to put in the missionary box ? Don’t I want a jews- 
! harp just as much as he wants a cane ? 

Wonder what makes pa toll such nice stories to visitor* 
j about his hiding tbo master’s ratan, whon he went to school, 
' and about running away from tho schoolmaster when hews* 


it kt with ito fine, delicate threads woven together so itigtn <..p HE Ladies’ Anti-Tobacco Pledgi 


—We, the sub- slavery and 


iotwly BV couldn’t make one if wo should try all day ! But bribers, believing the use of tobacco, whether in the form ' American slave code, i voi., so :s. Fusucnlft 

the spider knew how. He took a point and spun a thread 0 f smoking, snufhng or chewing,to bo uncleanly, unhealthy i olr national t iLitm;^. 

over to another point; then be spuo another thread across it. aad expensive, heroby pledge ourselves never to rnarrv auv rOB TU * mi-uoks. 

and another, and another ; and then he began in the centre. Iuuu wbo « addi(;Uid thereunto L-ne^etea^S^retion?'ma. 

and spuo little threads around and arouod, catching them up . ► —. « 111. The Declaration of Independence, ins. 

with his legs, (and that is why a Bpider has SO many legs,) and the planet VILCAS. slavery, and me reiatiw 

fastening them here and there, very quickly ; aud so he worked European astionomers are still busily occupied iu discussing of **“ SuLe “ d Natio3 Governments. By Wiuja« 

away iadustriously, till his web was finished. Then he weut ud verifying Dr Leacarfaault's discovery of an intra Mercurial A 8nm niary of Legal Rules of Interpretation and Legal opinio** 
back to his house—for he bad quite an elegant mansion, a lit- pl*net. Since the commencement of the present year, nearly a collected from the highest authorities, is prefixed to the 
tie way off—to rest, aod watch for his dinner to come along, duien eminent men have written on the subject, among whom ^j'BiihTontigMs^thSaanc*of^ST^exclodi^idaTer.v*from d>* 
_j . i:,4t„ a n oni for a mnrtiir.fr vallr Ho are counted such uam,.- .is Levcrrier. Kaileau. Wolff. Kave. and Northwest Terntorr ; oi*o.-e:itimeaU of the Revolauooary fathers. 


HI. The Declaration of Independence, 1776. 
rv. The Articles of Association, 1774. 

With note* showing their bearing on slavery, and the reiatiw 
owers of the State and National Governments. By Willi a* 


By and by, a little fly started out for a morning walk. He are counted such names as Leverrier, Radcau. Wolff, Faye, and Northwest Territory: - 
was a young fly, and like many young folks, thought he knew Carrington. I p lJ0I single Copies, li centi 

all about everything, and didn't need any ol father s or mother s Encouraged and made tllustnou. by his aooooss m exploring , is m- rate for any number shon 

advice-—nut lie ! Wasn't there a beLtiful, bright window, , those infinite beyond the orbit of Heichd. Ix.errier curn- j 

... a J ed his attention the i DDcrmost arde*—the central ngion of 1 MqhUtn Copies by 

** ** ““J- f. re ^ I our soter system By thooreUcal demomtrations, bsseifou ir 


... „ n lirrKt .re™™',,,,, in and so maDV Drettv thiDL-s ed his attention to vno mDermost circles toe central t, gtun Eighteen L opies. by mail, *2, or 91 AO at the office. 
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